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LETTER I. 



SIR, 

1 HAVE have lately met with a book of your*s, 
cntitled-^THE age op reason, part the fccond, . 
beine an inveftigation of true and of fabulous 
theology ; — and I think it not inconfiftent with 
my ftation, and the duty I owe to fociety, to trou- 
ble you and the world with fome obfervations on 
fo extraordinary a performance. Extraordinary 
I efteem it ; not from any novelty in the'obje<flions 
which you have produced agarnd revealed reli- 
gion (fori find little or nO:novelty*in them) but 
From the zeal with which y^ou' labour to diffemi- 
nate your opinions, and from the confidence with . 
which you efteem them iruci >/ You ''^perceive,, by 
this, that I give you credit for youif /incerity, how' 
much foever 1 may queftion your wifdom, in wri- 
ting in fuch a manner on fuch a fubje<5t : and I 
have no reluctance in acknowledging, that you 
poiTefs a confiderable (hare of energy of language, 
and acutenefs of inveftigation ; though I muil be 
allowed to lament, that thefe talents have not ■ 
•been applied in a manner more ufeful to human 
kind, and more creditable to yourfelf. 

I begin with your preface. You therein ftate— 
that you long had an intention of publiftiing your 
thoughts upon religion, but that you had origi- 
nally rdferved it to a later ptriod \tv\\i^* — Wwv^^ 
ihtre is no want of charity \tk feifwv^^ >^aax *^ 
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^'Ouldhave been fortunate for the chriftian wotW, 
had your life been terminated before you had ful- 
filled your intention. In accomplilhing your pur- 
pofc you will have unfettled the fairh of thou-* 
iands ; rooted from the minds of the ^nhappy 
virtuous all their comfortable aifurance of a fu- 
ture recompence ; have annihilated in the nlinds 
of the flagitious all their fears of future punifh- 
ment ; you will have given the reins to the domi- 
nation of every paflion, and have thereby contrL- 
buted to the introduAion of the public infecurity, 
and of the private unhappinefs, ufually and al- 
moft neceflarily accompanying a ftate of corrupted 
morals. 

No one can think worfe of confeffion to a prieil 
and fopfequent abfolution, as pradifed in the 
church of Rome, than I do : but I cannot, with 
you, attribute the guillotine-maflacres to that 
caufe. Men's minds were not prepared, as yoii 
fuppofe, for thfc commifllon of all manner of 
crimes, |by any doctrines of the church of Rome, 
corrupted as I cfteem it, but by their not tho- 
roughly believing even that religion. What may 
not fociety expe^ from thofe, who (hall imbibe 
the principles .of your book ? 

A fever, which you and thofe about you ex- 
pe^ed would prove mortal, made you remember, 
with renewed fatisfadion, that you had written 
the former part of your Age of Reafffn — and ypu 
know therefore, you fay, by experience, the con- 
fcientious trial of your own principles. I admit 
this declaration to be a proof o{ the Imcerity of 
your perfuafion, but T cannot admit it to be any 
proof of the truth of your principles. What is 
confcience ? Is it, as has been thought, an inter- 
n/j) monitor implanted in us by the Supreme Be- 
ing, and didtAliiig to us, on a\\ occA^voxis, vjViAX. 



is right or wrorig ? Or is it merely our own judg- 
ment of the moral reflitude*or turpitude of our 
own a(5lions ? I take the word (with Mr. Locke) 
in the latter, as in the only intelligible fenfe. Now 
who fees not that our judgments of virtue and' 
vice, right and wrong, are not always formed 
fronj an enlightened and difpaffionate ufe of our 
reafon, in the inveftigation of truth ? They are 
more generally formed from the nature of the re- 
ligion we profess ; from the quality of the civil 
government under which we live ; frorti the gene- 
ral manners of the age, or the particular man- 
ners of the perfons with whom we aflbciate ; fiom 
the education we have had in our youth ; from 
the books we have read at a more advanced pe- 
riod; and from other accidental caufes., Who 
fees not that, on this account, confcience may be 
conformable or repugnant to the law of nature ? 
—may be certain or doubtful ?— and that it can 
be n© criterion of moral reditude even when it is 
certain, becaufe the certainty of an opinion is no 
proof of its being a right opinfon ? A rpan may 
be certainly perfuaded of an error in reafoning, 
or of an untruth 'in matters of fa(51. It is a max- 
im of every law, human and divine, that a man 
ought never to a<5l in oppofrtion to his confcience 2 
but it will not from thenCe follow, that he will, in 
obeying the ditJtates of his confcience, on all occa- 
fions a(5l right. An inquifitor, who burns jews 
and heretics ; a Robefpierre, who mafTacres innf>- 
cent and harmlefs women ; a robber, who thinks 
that all things ought to be in common, and that 
a (late of property is an unjuft infringement of 
natural liberty : — thefe, and a thouland perpetra- 
tors of different crimes, may all follow the dic- 
tates of confcience j and may^ al vVvft x^^X ^^ i^i>^* 
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pofed srpprdach of death, rexnenibcr " with re^ 
newcd fatisfaftion" the worft of their tianfadlions, 
and experience, without difmay, " a confcientiou9 
trial of their principles." But this their confcien- 
lious compofure can be no proof to others of the 
re61itude of their principles, and ought to be no 
{>ledge to themfelves of their innocence, in adhe- 
ring to them. 

I have thought fit to make this remark, with a 
view of fnggefting to you a confideration o{ great 
importance — whether you have examined calmly, 
and according to the beft of your ability, the ar- 
guments by whicK the truth of revealed religion 
may, in the judgment of learned and impartial 
men, be eftablilhed ? — You will allo^v, that thou- 
fands of learned anfd impartial men, (I fpeak not 
of priefts, who, however, are, I truft, as learned 
and impartial as youifclf, but of laymen of the 
moft fplendid talents) — you will allow, that thou- 
fands of thefe, in all ages, have embraced reveaU 
ed religion as true. Whether thefe men have all 
been in an error, enveloped in the darknefs of ig- 
norance, (hackled by the chains of fuperftition, 
whilft you and a few others have enjoyed light and 
liberty, is a queftion I fubmit to the decifion of 
your leaders. 

if you have made the beft examination you 
can, and yet rejed revealed religion as an impof- 
ture, 1 pray that God may |' ardor what I efteem 
your error. And whether you have made this 
examination or not, does not become me or any 
man to determine. That gofpel, which you dcf- 
pife, has taught me this moderation ; it has faid 
to me — " Who art thou that jydgeft another 
man's fervaut ? To his own mafter he ftandeth 
or y^AJefh."— I think that you are in an error ; but 
vr/jecher thatciror be to you a \mdVA^ot ^xiVcvnvw- 
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ctble trroVf I prefume not^ determine. T know 
indeed where it is faid — *• that the preaching of 
the CTofs is to them that pertft fooliflmefs, — and 
that if the gofpel be hid, it is hid to them that are 
loft." The eonfequence of yonr unbelief mull 
be left to the jud and merciful judgment of him» 
vho alone knoweth the mechanifm and the liberty 
of our underftandings ; the origin of our opini- 
ons ; the ftrength of our prejudices ; the excellen- 
cies and the defeds of our reafoning faculties. 

lihally defignedly, write tKis and the following 
letters in a popular manner ; hopmg that thereby 
theymay (land a chance of being perufed.by that 
clafs of readers, for whom your woik feems to 
•be particularly calculated, and who are moft likely 
•to be injured by it. The really learned are in no 
« danger of being infedted by the poifon of infide- 
lity 2 they will excufe me, therefore, for having 
entered, as little as poflible, into deep difqiiifitions 
concerning the authenticity of the . Bible. The 
fubje^ has been fo learnedly, and fo frequentlyt 
handled by other writers, that it does not want 
(I had almod faid, it does not admit) &ny far- 
ther proof. And it is the more neceflkry to adopt 
this mode of anfwering your book, becaufe you 
difclaim all learned appeals to other books, and 
undertake to prove, from the Bible itfelf, that it 
is unworthy of credit. I hope to fhew, from 
the Bible itfelf, the direct contrary. But in cafe 
any of your readers fliould think that you had 
not put fonh all your ftrength, by not referring 
for proof of your opinion to ancient authors ; left 
they (hould fufpedl that all ancient authors are in 
your favour ; 1 will venture to affirm, that had 
you made a learned appeal to all the ancient books 
in the world, facred or piofane, cYiu^vaccv^ ^^wv^'* 
cr pagan, in/lqad of Icireniug* xiicf vjov^XA. V*a:^^ 
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cdabliflied, the credit and authotity of the Bibk 
as th^Word of God. 

Quitting your preface, let us proceed to the 
yrork itfelf ; in which there is much repetition^ 
and a defeft of proper arrangement. I will fol- 
low your track, however, as nearly as I can. 
The firft queftion you propofe for confidetation is 
' — " Whether there is fufficient authority for be- 
lieving the Bible to be the Word of God, or whe- 
ther there is not ?" — ^You determine this queftion 
in the negative, upon what you are pleafed to call 
moral evidence. You hold it impoOible that the 
Bible can be the Word of God, becaufc it is there- 
in faid, that the Ifraelites deftroyed the Oanaanites 
by the expiefs command of God : and to believe 
the Bible to be true, we muft, you affirm, unbe- 
lieve all our belief of the moral juftice of God ; 
for wherein, you alk, could crying or fmiling in- 
fants oflFend ? — I am aftonifhed that fo acute a rea- 
foner fhould attempt to difparagc the Bible, by 
bringing forward this exploded and frequently re- 
futed objedlion of Morgan, Tindal, and Boling- 
broke. You profefs yourfelf to be a deift, and to 
believe that there is a God, who created the uni- 
verfe, and eftabliflied the laws of nature, by 
which it is fuftained in exiftence. You profefs that 
from the contemplation of the works of God^ you 
derive a knowledge of his attributes ; and you re- 
jedl the Bible, becaufe it afcribes to God things in- 
confiftent (as you fuppofe) with the attiibutes 
which you have difcqvered to belong to him ; in 
p;^rticuiar, you think it repugnant to his moraj 
juftice, that he fhould doom to deftrudlion the cry- 
ing or fmiling infants of the Canaanites — Why 
do you not maintain it to be repugnant to his mo- 
ral juftice, that he fhould fuffer crying or fmiling 
in/kj2ts to be fwsillovfQd by an €aLit\\(\uak^, ^\a^iak- 
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'td by an inundation, confumed by a fire, ftarvcd 
by a famine, or deftroyed by a peftilence ? *The 
- Word of God is in perfedl haimony with his work ; 
crying or fmiling infants are fubjed to death in 
both. We believe that the earth, at the exprefs 
command of God, opened her mouth, and {wal- 
lowed up Korah, Dathan, and Abiram, with their 
■wives, their fons, and their little ones. This you 
efteem fo repugnant to God's moral juftice, that 
you fpum, as fpurious, the book in which the 
circumftance is related. . When Catania, Litna, 
and Lifbon, were feverallv deftroyed by' earth- . 
quakes, men with their wives, their fons, and 
their little ones, were fwallowed up alive : — why 
do you not fpum, as fpurious, the book of na- 
ture; in which this fa(5l is certainly written, and 
from the perufal of which you infer the moral 
juftice of God ? You will, probably, reply, that 
the evils which the Canaanites fuffered from the 
-exprefs command of God, were different from 
-thofe which are brought on mankind, by the ope- 
j ration of the laws of nature. — Different ! in what? 
• — Not in the magnitude of the evil — not in the 
fubjeds of fufferance— -not in the author of it— 
for my philofophy, at leaft, inftru(5ts me to believe, 
that God not only primarily formed, but that he 
hath through all ages executed, the laws of na- 
ture ; and that he will through all eternity ad mi- 
ni ftei them, for the general happinefs of his crea- 
tures, whether we can, on every occafion, difcern 
that end or not. 

I am far from being guilty of the impiety of 
queftioning the exillence of the moral juftice of 
God, as proved either by natural or revealed reli- 
gion ; what J contend for is fhortly this — that you 
have no right, in fairnefs of re'ACcvtv\xv^, v.o x^x^ 
an/ appdreiu deviation from moiiX \vi'*^C\^^> -^^dsw 
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argument agamft revealed religion, becanfc yom 
, do not urge an equally apparent deviation from 
it, as an argument againii natural religion : you 
xejedt the former, and admit the latter, without 
adverting that, as to your objection, they muft 
ftand or fall together. ^ . 

As to the Canaanites, it is needlefs to enter into 
any proof of the depraved ftate of their morals ; 
they were a wicked people in t;he time of Abra- 
4jam, and they, even then, were devofed to de- 
,ftru<5tiQn by God ; but their iniquity was not then 
full. In the time of Mofes, xh&j, were idolaters, 
facrificers of their own crying or imiling infants ; 
devourers of human fiefh ; addicted to unnatural 
luft ; immerfed in^ the filthinefs of all manner of 
vice. Now, 1 think, it will be impoffible to prove, 
that it was a proceeding contrary to God's moral 
juftice, to exterminate fo wicked a people. He 
made the Ifraelites the executors of his venge- 
ance ; and, in doing this, he gave fuch an evi* 
dent and terrible proof ot his abomination of vice, 
as could not fail to (Irike the furrounding nations 
with aftonifhment and tetror, and to imprefs on 
the minds of. the Ifraelites what they were to ex- 
pedl, if they followed the example of the nations 
whom he commanded them to cut off. " Ye 
fhall not commit any ef thefe abominations — that 
the land fpue not you out aUb, as it fpued out the 
nations that were before you." How ftrong and 
defcriptive this language*! the vices of the inha- 
bitants were (b abominable, that the very land 
was iick of them, and forced to vomit them 
forth, as the ftomach difgorges a deadly poifoa, 

I have often wondered what could be the realon 
that men, not deftitute of talents, fhould be de- 
firous of undermining the authority of revealed 
xeii^ion^ and ftudious in expofing, with a malig- 
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tznt and illtbeml exultation, every little (ii63cult|f 
attending the fcriptures, to popular animadver- 
(ion and contempt. . 1 am not iw^illing to attribute 
this ftrange propenfity to what Plato attributed 
the atheifm of his time — to profligacy of man- 
Tiers— to affedtation of fingularity— to grofs igno^ 
rance» afTuming the femblance of deep refearch 
and fuperior fagacity ; — 1 had rather refer it to 
an impropriety of judgment, lefpe^ing the man« 
nets, and. mental acquliements, of human kind 
in the firft ages of .the world. Mod unbelievers 
argue as if ihey thought that man, in remote and 
rude anuquity, in the very birth and infancy of 
our fpecies, had the fame diftin^ conceptions of 
one, eternal, invidble, incorporeal, infinitely wife, 
powerful, and good God^ which they themfelves 
have now. This I look upon as a great miilake, 
and a pregnant fource of infidelity. Human 
kind, by long experience ; by the inftitutions of 
civil fociety ; by the cultivation of arts and fcien- 
ces ; by,_ as I believe, divine inftrudlion adually 
given to. ibmo, and traditionally compfiunicated 
to all ; is in a far more diftinguifhed fituation, as 
to the^ powers of the mind, than it was in the 
childhood of the world. The hiftory of man is 
the hiftory of the providence of God ; who, wil- 
ling the fupreme felicity of all his creatures, has 
adapted his government to the capacity of thofe, 
who in different ages were the fubjefbs of it. 
The hiftory of any one nation throughout all ages, 
and that of all nations in the fame age, are but 
fcparate parts of one great plan, which God is 
carrying on for the moral melioration of mankind. 
But who can comprehend tl^e whole of this ira- 
menfe defign ? The Ihortnefs of life, the wealf. 
•nefs of our faculties, the inadequacy of ou^rmeaas. 
of informdUoiif conlpire to make. \\. vnx^dS^ii^^S^^^ 
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US, Worms of the earth ! infedls of an hour I 
completely to underftand any one of its parts. 
No man, who well weighs the fubjcd, ought to 
be furptifed, that in the hi (lories of ancient times 
•many things (hould occur foreign to our manners, 
the propriety and neceffity of which we cannot 
clearly apprehend. 

It appears incredible to many, that God Al- 
mighty Ihould have had colloquial intercourfe 
with our firll parents ; that he fhould have con* 
traded a kind of frrendfhip for' the patriarchs, 
and entered into covenants with them ; that he 
Ihould have fufpended the laws of nature in 
Egypt ; {hould have been fo apparently partial as 
to become the God and governor of ohc parti- 
cular nation ; and (hould have fo iar demeaned 
himfelf, as to give to that people a burdenfomd 
ritual of woifhip, ftatutes and ordinances, many 
of which feem to b& beneath the dignity of his 
attention, unimportant and impolitic. I have 
converfcd with many deifts, and have always 
found that the ftrangenels of thefe ihings was the 
only reafon for their dilbelief of them : nothing 
fimilar has happened in their time ; they will not, 
tlierefore admit, . that thefe events have really 
taken place at any time. As well might a child, 
when airived at a (late of manhood, contend that 
he had never either ftood in need of, or experi* 
enced the foftering ca^e of a mother's kindnels, 
the wearifome attentidn of his nurfe, or the in- 
.ftrudion and difcipline of his fchool-mafter. The 
Supreme Being feledted one family from an ido- 
lattous world ; nurfed it up, by various adts of 
his providence, into a great ration ; communlca- 
*ted to that nation a knowledge of his holinefs, 
juftice, mercy, power, and wifjom ; diiJcniinii- 
ted them, at various times, iViioxi^h ^v^ry part 
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©f the earth, that they might be a " leaven to 
leaven the whole lump," that they might aiFure 
all other nations of the exiftence of one liipreme 
God, the creator and prefeiver of the world, the 
only proper obje<5l of adoration. With what rea- 
fon can we cxpedl, that what was done to one na- 
tion, not out of any partiality to them, but for 
the general good, Ihould be done to all ? that the 
mode of inllru^ion, which was fuited to the in- 
fancy of the world, fluould be extended to the ma- 
turity of its manhood, or to the imbecility of its 
old age I I own to you, that when I confider 
how nearly man, in a favage ft ate, approaches' 
to the brute creation, as to intelledlual excellence ; 
and when I contemplate his miferable attain- 
ments, as to the knowledge of God, in a civilized 
ftate, when he has had no divine inftru^lion on 
the fubjed, or when that inftruftion has been for- 
gotten, (for all men have known fomething of 
God from tradition,) I cannot but admire the 
wifdom and goodnefs of the Supreme Being, in 
having let himfelf down to our apprehenfions ; 
in having given to mankind, in the earlieft ages, 
fenfible and extraordinary proofs of his exiftence 
and attributes ; in having made the jewifli and 
chriftian difpenfations mediums to* convey to all 
men, through all ages, that knowledge concern- 
ing himfelf, which he had ^ouchfafed to give im- 
mediately to the fir ft. I own it is ftrange, very 
ftrange, that he fhould have made an immediate 
manif eftation of himfelf in the firft ages of the 
world ; but what is there that is not ftrange ? It 
is ftrange that you and I are here — that there is 
water, and earth, and air, and fire — that there 
is a fun, and moon, and ftars — that there is ge- 
neration, . corruption, reproclud*\OT\. \ ci.'^v -ivs:.- 
couat ulumately for none ol xh^fe \X\\^^^^ ^'v^- 
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'OUt rc<Mrring to him who made every thing. I 
alio am his workmanfliipi and look up t;o him 
with h(ipe of prefer vation through all eternity ; 
I adore him for his word as well as for his work : ^ 
his vjor\ I cannot comprehend, but his word hath 
afTured me of all that I am concerned to know — • 
that he bath prepared ever lading happinefs for 
^ thofe who love, and obey him. This you will call 
preachment, — I will have done with it ; but the 
fuhje^ U {o vaft, and the plan of providence, in 
my opinion, fo obvioufly wife and good, that I 
<ran never think of it without having my mind 
filled with piety, admiration, and gratitude. 

In addition to the moral evidence (as you art 
pleafed tx> think it) a^ainflxhe Bible, you threat- 
*n, in the piogrefs of your work, to produce fucK 
other evfdence^as even a pried cannot deny. A 
philofopher in fearch of truth forfeits with me all 
claim to candour and impartiality, when he in- 
trodaces railing for reafoning, vulgar and illibe* 
tal {^rc'd{m in the room of argument. 1 will not 
imitate the example you fet me ; but examine 
what you Ihall produce, with as much coolnefs 
and refpe^, as if you had given the priefts r>o 
provocation ; as if you were a man of the moft 
UnblemiOied charadter, fubjed to no prejudices, . 
a^uated by no bad defigns, not liable to have 
abufc retorted upoa you with fuccefs. 
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i£FOR£ you commence your grand attack 
upon the Bible, you wifli to eftablifh a difference 
between the evidence neceffary to prove the au* 
thcniicuy of the Bible, and that of any other an« 
cient Book. I am not furprifed at your anxiety 
on this head ; for all writers on the fubje<^ have 
agreed in thinking that St. AuAin reafoned well, 
when, in vindicatacg the geruiinenefs of the Bible 9 

' he "Silked — " What proofs have we that the works 
of Plato, AriHotlc, Cicero, Varro, and other 
profane authofs, were written hy thofe whofe 
names they bear ; unleis it be that this has been 
an opinion generally received at all times, and by 
all tboie who have lived fmce thefe authors ^"— « 
This writer was convinced, that the evidence 
which eftablifhed the genainenefs of any profane 
book, would eilabliih that of a facred book ; and 
I profefs myfelf to be of the fame opinion, not- 
withftanding what you have advanced to the con» 
irary. 

in this part your ideas feem to me to be con- 
fufed ; 1 do not fay that you, deligncdly, jumble 
together mathematical fcience and hidorical evi« 
dence ; the knowledge acquired by demonftrationi 
and the probability derived from teftimony.— 
You know bui of one ancient book, that authori- 
tatively challenges univerfal conient and belief, 

' and that is Euclid's Elements.— li \ ^tx^ ^>&^^- 
M to jmke &iv<iJk)u« ob]eftV>as, \ CtL^xM^^^^ x^^^ 
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even Euclid's Elements had not met with univerfal 
conlent ; that there had been men, both in ancient 
and modern limes, who had quellioned the intui- 
tive evidence of fome of his axioms, and denied 
the juftnefs of fome of his demonftrations : but, 
admitting the truth, I do not fee the pertinency 
of your obfervation. You are attempting tofub- 
vert the authenticity of the Bible, and you tell 
us that Euclid's Elements arc certainly true— 
What then ? — Does it follow that the Bible is cer- 
tainly falfe? The moft illiterate fcrivene* in the 
kingdom does not want to be informed, that the 
examples in his Wingatc's Arithmetic, are proved 
by a different kind of reafoning from that by 
which he perfuades himfelf to believe, that there 
was fuch a perfon as Henry VIII. or that there is 
fuch a city as Paris. 

It may be of ufe, to remove this confufion in 
your argument, to ftate, diftindlly, the difference 
between the genuinenefs, and the authenticity, of 
a book. A genuine book, is that which was writ- 
ten by the perfon whofe name it bears, as the au- 
thor of it. An authentic book, is that which re-? 
lates matters of fa^, as they really happened: A 
book may be genuine, without being authentic ; 
and a book may be authentic, without being ge- 
nuine. The books written by Richardfon and 
Fielding are genuine books, though the hiftories 
t)f Clariffa and Tom Jones are fables. The hiftory 
of the ifland of Formofa is a genuine book ; it 
was written by Pfalni'anazar ; but it is not an au- 
thentic book (though it was long efteemed as fuch, 
and tranflated into diflferent languages) for the 
author, in the latter part of his life, took ihame 
to himlelf for having impofed on the world, and 
corifcifed that it was a mere romance. Anfon's 
v4>yagi: ixiay be confideied as an 3L\3L\!tiwvUc\iOoV^ 
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jt, probably, containing a true narration of the 
principal events recorded in it ; but it is not a ge- 
noine book, having not been written by Walters, 
to whom it is afcribed, but by Robins. 

This diftindion between the genuineneis and 
authenticity of a book, will slGiOl us in detecting 
the fallacy of an argument, which you (late with 
great confidence in tho part of your work no*f 
under confideration, and which you frequently al- 
lude to, in other parts, as conclufive evidence 
ag;ainft the truth of the Bible. Your argument 
(lands thus — if it be found that the books afcribed 
to Mof^s, Joihua, and Samuel, were not written 
by Mofes*, Joihua^ and SamueU every part of the 
authority and . authenticity of thefe books is gone 
at once.— I prefume to think otherwife. The ge- 
nuinenef^ of thefe books (in the judgment of thofe 
•who fay that they were written by thefe authors) 
•will certainly be gone ; but their authenticity may 
temain ; they may ftill contain a true account of 
real tranfadions, though the names of the wri- 
ters of theih fhould be found to be different from 
■what they are generally efteemed to be. - 

• Had, indeed, Mofes faid that he wrote the five 
fird books of the Bible ; andhadjofhua and Sa« 
muel faid that they wrote the books which are re- 
fpeftively attributed to them ; and had it been 
found, that Mofes, Jofiiua, and Samuel, did not 
write thefe books ; then, I grant, the authority 
of the whole would have been gone at once ; thefe 
men would have been found liars, as to the ge- 
Duinenefs of the books ; and this proof of their 
want of veracity, in one point, wowld have inva- 
lidated their teftiniony in every other ; thefe 
books vvould have betn juftly ftigmalized, as nei- 
ther genuine nor auiheniic. 

B 
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An hiftory may be true, though it flipuld not 
only beafcribedtoa wrong author, but though 
the author of it (hould not be known ; anonymous 
teftimony does not deftroy the reality of fa^s, 
whether natural or miraculous. Had Lord Cla- 
rendon publiflied his Hiftory of the Rebelliont 
without prefixing his name to it ; oi had the hifto- 
ry of Titus Liviifs come down to us, under the 
name of Valerius Flaccus, or Valerius Mazimus ; 
the fadls mentioned in thefe hiftories would have 
been equally certain. 

As to your aftettion, that the miracles recorded 
In Tacitus, and in other profane hiftorians, are 
quite as well authenticated as chofe of the Bible 
— it, being a mere aflertion deftitute of proof, may 
be properly anfwered by a contrary aflertion. I 
take the liberty then to iky, that the evidence for 
the miracles recorded in the Bible is, both in kind 
and degree, fo greatly fuperior to that for the pro- 
digies mentioned by Livy, or the miracles related 
by Tacitus, as to juftify us in giving ere it to the 
one as the work of God, and in with-holding it 
from the other as the effcdt of fuperftition and im- 
pofture. This method of derogating from the 
credibility of chriftianity, by oppofing to the mi- 
racles of our Saviour, the tricks of ancient impof- 
tors, feems to have originated with Hierocles in 
the fourth century ; and it has been adopted by 
unbelievers from that time to this ; with this dif- 
ference, indeed, that the heathens of the third 
and fourth century admitted tliat Jefus wrought 
miracles ; but left that admiffion fh«uld have com- 
pelled them to abandon their gods and become 
chriftians, they faid, that their Apollonius^ their 
Apulelus^ their Arijleas^ did as great : whilft mo- 
dem dcifts deny the fa6l of Jefus having ever 
wrought a miracle. And they h^ivt fom^ ^^^oti^ 
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for this proceeding ; they are fenfible that the gof- 
pel miracles are fo different, in all their circum- 
ftancesy /rom thofe related in pagan ftory, that, 
if they admit them to have been performed, they 
rouft admit chriftianity to be true; hence they 
have fabricated a kind of deiftical axiom ^that 
no human tedimony ean edablifh the credibility of 
a miracle.*— This, though it has been an hundred* 
times refuted, is dill inuAed upon, as if its truth 
had never been queftioned, and could not be dif- 
proved. 

You ** proceed to examine the authenticity of 
the Bible ; and you begin, you fay, with what are 
called the five' books of Mofes — Genefis, Exodus, \ 
Leviticus, Numbers, and Deuteronomy. Your in- 
tention, you profefs, is to fhe w that thefe books ^ 
are fpurious, and that Mofes is not the author of 
them ; and ftill farther, that they- were not writ- 
ten in the time of Mofes, nor till feveral hundred 
years afterwards ; that they are no other than an 
attempted hiftory of the life of Mofes, and of the 
times in which he is faid to have lived, and alfo of 
the times prior thereto, written by fome very ig- 
norant and flupid pretender to authorfhip, feveral 
hundred years after the death of Mofes." — In this 
pafFage the utmoft force of your attack on the au- 
thority of the five books of Mofes is clearly ftated. 
You are not the fir ft who has llarted this difficul- 
ty ; it is ^ difficulty, indeed, of modern date ; 
having not been heard of, either in the fynagogue, 
or out of it, till the twelfth ccnturv. About that 
time Men Ezra, a jew of great erudition, noticed 
fome paflages (the fame that you have brought 
forward) in the five fiift books of the Bible, which 
he thought had not been written by Mofes, but 
inferted by fome perfon after the death of M.o€^^* 

B2 
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But he was far from maintaining, as you do, that 
thefe books were written by fome ignorant and 
ftupid pretender to authorihip, many hundred 
years after the death of Mofes. Hohhes contends 
that the books of Mofes are fo called, not from 
their having been written by Mofes, but from their 
containing an account of Mofes. Spinoza fupport- 
ed the fame opinion ; and Le Clerc^ a very able 
theological critic of the laft and prefent century, 
once entertained the fame notion. You fee that 
this fancy has had* fome patrons before you ; the 
merit or the demerit, the fagacity or the temerity 
of having afTerted, that Mofes is not the author 
of the Pentateuch, is not exclufively your's. Ls 
CJerc^ indeed, you muft not boaft of. When his 
judgment was matured by age, he was afhamed 
of what he had written on the fubjedl in bis 
younger years 5 he made a public recantation of 
liis error, by annexing to his commentary on Ge- 
nefis, a Latin difTertation — concerning Mofes, the 
author of the Pentateuch, and his defign in com- 
p6fing it. If in your future life you (hould chance 
to cliange your opinion on the fubje(5l, it will be 
an honour to your character to emulate the int€- 
gi Ity, and to imitate the example of Le Clerc, 
The Bible is not the only book which has under- 
gone the fate of being reprobated as fpurious^ af^ 
ter it had been received as genuine and authentic 
for many ages. It has been maintained that the 
ihiQory of Herodotus was written in the time of 
Cenjiaiiline ; and that the Claffics are forgeries of 
the thirteenth or fourteenth century. Thefe ex- 
travagant reveries amiifed the world at the time 
of their publication, and have long fmce funk into 
oblivion. You efteem all prophets to be fuch ly- 
ing rafcals, that I dare not venture to predid the 
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Before you produce your main obje<Sions to 
ths genuinenefs of the books of Mofes, you at- 
ferp — ^** that there is no affirmative evidence that 
Mofes is the author of them." — What ! no af- 
firmative evidence ! In the eleventh century Mui^^ 
monides drew up a confeffion of faith for the jews, 
which all of them at this day admit ; it confids 
of only thirteen articles ;' and two of them have 
refpedt to Mofes ; one affirming the authenticity, 
the other the genuinenefs of his books. — The doc- 
trine and prophecy of Mofes is true — The law 
that we Have was given by Mofes — This is the 
faith of the jews at prefent, and has been their 
faith ever iince the deftruAion of their city and 
temple ; it was* their faith in the time when the 
authors of the New Teftament wrote ; it was their 
faith during their captivity in Babylon ; in the 
lime of their, kings and judges ; and no period 
can be (hewn, from the age of Mofes to the pre- 
fent hour, in which it was not their faith. — Is this 
no affirmative evidence? I cannot defire a ftrpng- 
er. jfofephus^ \ri his book againft Appion^ writes 
thus — ** We have only two and twenty books 
which are to be believed as of divine authority, 
and which comprehend the hiftory of all ages ; 
five belong to Mofes, which contain the original 
of man, and the tradition of the fuccefTion of 
generation!^, down to his death, which takes in a 
compafs of about three thoufand years" Do you 
confider this as no affiimative evidence \ Whv 
fhould I mention Juvenal fpeaking of the volume 
which Moles had written ? Why enumerate a long- 
lift of profane authors, all bearing teftimony to 
the fa^ of Mofes being the leader and the law- 
giver of the jewilli nation ? and if a law-giver, 
furely, a writer of the laws. But viVvax. ^a^^ x^^ 
"Bible .•* In Exodus it fays — '* Mofc% >niox.^ -3^^^ 



( « ) 

words of the Lord, and took the book of the cp- 
▼enanty and read in the audience of the people."— 
In Deuteronomy it fays — " And it came to pafs, 
i^hen Mofes had inade an end of writing the words 
of this law in x book, until they were finiflied, 
(this furely imports the fmifhing a laborious work) 
that Mofes commanded the Levites which hare the 
ark of the covenant of the Lord, faying. Take this 
book of the law, and put it in the fide of the ark 
of the covenant of the Lord your God, that it may 
be there for a witnefs againfl thee." This is faid 
in Deuteronomy, which is a kind of repetition or 
abridgment of the four preceding books ; and it. 
is well known that the jews gave the name oi the 
law to the fir ft five books of the Old Teftament. 
What poflible doubt can there be that Mofes wrote 
the books in queftion ? I could accumulate many 
other pafTages from the fcriptures to this purpofe.; 
but if what I have advanced will not convince yen 
that there 'is affirmative evidence, and of the 
ftrongeft kind, for M«fes's being the author of 
thefe books, nothing that I can advance will con- 
vince yon. 

What if I fliould grant all you undertake to 
prove (the ftupidity and ignorance of the writer 
excepted ?)— What if 1 (hould admit, lliTLt Sapmel^ 
or ^zray or fome otlier learned jew, compofed 
thefe books, from public records, many years af- 
ter the death of Mofes ? Will it follow that there 
was no truth in them ? According to my logic, 
it will only follow, that they are not genuine books; 
every fad recorded in them may be true, when- 
ever, or by whomfoevei they were written. It 
cannot be faid that the jews had no public records ; 
the Bible fumiOies abundance of proof to thecon- 
trary, I by no means admit, that thefe books, 
as to the main part of them> v?w^ttf)X'wi\\.\CTLVi?j 
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.Mofes ; but 1 do contend, that a book may con- 
tain a true hi (lory, though we know not the author 
of it ; or though we may be miilaken in afcrioing 
it to a wrong author. 

The fir ft argument you produce againft Mofes 
being the author of thefe books k fo oldy that 1 
do not know its original author ; and it is fo mife- . 
rable an one, that 1 wonder you (hould adopt it— 
•* Thefe books cannot be written by Mofes, be- 
caufe they are wrote in the third perfon — it is al- 
ways, the Lord faid unto Mofes, or Mofe» faid 
unto the Lord." This, you fay, is the ftyle and 
manner that iiiftorians ufe in fpeaking of the per- 
fons whofe lives and actions they are writing. This 
■ obfervation is true, but it does not extend far 
. enough ; for this is the ftyle and manner noc only 
of hiftorians writing of other perfons, but of emi- 
nent men, fuch as Xenophon and Jofephusy writing 
of themfelves. If General Wafhington fhould 
write the hiftory of the American war, and ftiould, 
from his great modefty, fpeak of himfelf in the 
third perfon, would you think it reafonable that, 
two or three thoufand years hence, any perfon 
fhould on that account, contend, that the hiftory 
was not true ? Cafar writes of himfelf in the third 
perfon — it is always, Csefar made a fpeech, or a 
fpeech was made to Caefar, Csefai croifed the 
Rhine, Cxfar invaded Britain ; but every fchool- 
boy knows, that this circumftance cannot be ad- 
duced as a ferious argument againft Caefar's being 
the author of his own commentaries. 

But Mofes, you urge, cannot be the author of 
the book of Numbers, — becaufe he fays of him- 
felf—** that Mofes was a very meek man, above 
all the men that were on the face of the earth." 
If he faid this of himfelf, he was, you fay, " a 
vain and arrogant coxcomb (f\3Lch\s^Qi\yt'^^\'i&.V\ 
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ami unworthy of credit — and if he did not fay it, 
the hoks are without authority." This your di- 
lemma is perfedtly harmlefs ; it has not an horn 
to hurt the weakeft logician. If Mofes did not 
•write this little verfe, if it was. infeited by Samuel, 
oi any of his countrymen, who knew his charac- 
ter and revered his memory, will it follow that he 
did not write any other part of the book of Nunf- 
bers ? Or if he did not write any part of the book 
of Numbers, will it follow that he did not writp 
any of the other books of which he is ufually re- 
puted the author ? And if he did write this of 
himfelf, he wasjuftiHed by the occafion which ex- 
torted fron^him this commendation. Had this 
cxpreflion been written in a moder|i ftyle and man- 
ner, it would probably have given you no offence. 
For who would be fo fadidious as to find fault 
with an illuflrious man « who, being calumniated 
by his neareil relations, as guilty of pride and 
fond of power, fhould vindicate his character by 
faying, My temper was naturally as meek and 
iinafluming as that of any man upon earth ?— 
There are occafions, in which a modeft man, who 
fpeaks truly, may fpeak proudly of himfelf, with- 
out forfeiting his general charadei ; and there is 
no occafion, which either more requires, or more 
excufes this conduct, than when he is repelling the 
foul and envious afperfions of thofe who both 
knew his character, and had experienced his kind- 
nefs : and in that predicament flood Aaron and 
Miriam y the accufers of Mofes. You yourfelf 
have, probably, felt the fting of calumny, and 
have been anxious to remove the impreflion. I do 
not call you a vain and arrogant coxcomb for vin- 
dicating your character, when in the latter part of 
this very work you boaft, and I hope truly, " that 
tlie man does not exiil that can fay I have perfecu- 
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:ed him, or any man, or any fet of men, in the 
fVmerican revolution, or in the French revolution ; 
>r that I have in any cafe returned evil for evil.'* 
[ know not what kings and priefts may fay to this; 
^ou may not have returned to them evil for evil, 
^ecaufe they never, I believe, did you any harm ; 
3Ut you have done them all the harm you cpuld, 
md that without provocation. 

I think it needlefs to notice your obfervation 
upon what you call the dramatic ftyle of Deute- 
ronomy : it is an ill-founded hypothefis. You 
might as well afk, where the author of Caefar's 
:ommcntafies got the fpeeches of Caefar^ as where 
the aqthor of Deuteronomy got the fpeeches of 
Mofes^ But your argument — that Mofes Vas not 
the author of Deuteronomy, becaufe the reafon 
given in that book for the obfervation of the fab- 
bath is di£Ferent from that given in Exodus, merits 
a reply. 

You need not be told that the very name of this 
book imports, in Greek, a repetition of a law ; 
and that the Hebrew do(51ois have called it by a 
word of the fame meaning. In the fifth verfe of 
the firft chapter it is faid in our Bibles, ** Mofes 
began to declare this law;" buttheHebrew words, 
more properly tranflaled, import that Mofes " be- 
gan, or determined, to explain the law." This is 
no (hift of mine to get over a difficulty ; the words 
are fo rendered in mod of the ancient vcrfions, 
and by Faqius^ Vetahlus^ and Le Clercy men emi- 
nently (killed in the Hebrew language. This repe* 
tition and explanation of the law, was a wife and . 
benevolent proceeding in Mofes ; that thofe who 
were either not born, or were mere infants, when 
it was firll (forty years before) delivered in Hpreb, 
might have an opportunity of knowing it ; efpc- 
ciaily as Mofes their loader v?as tootiXo \i^\:^^"^ 
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from them, and they were about to be fettled in 
the midftof nations given to idolatry, #and funk 
in vice. Now where is the wonder, that fome va- 
nations, and fome additions, fhould be made to a 
law, when a legiilator thinks fit to republiHi it 
many years after its fir ft promulgation ? 

With refpcd to the fabbath, the kained are di- 
vided in opinion concerning its origin; fome con- 
tending, that it was fandlified from the creation 
of the world; that it was obferved by the patri- 
archs before the Hood ; that it was negleded by 
the Ifraeliies during their bondage in Egypt; le- 
vived on the falling of manna in the wildernefs ; 
and enjoined, as a pofitive law, at Mount Sinai. 
Others efteem its inftitution to have been no older 
than the age of Mofes ; and argue, that what is 
faid of the fandlification of the fabbath in the book. 
of Genefis, is faid by way of anticipation. There 
may be truth in both thefe accounts. To me it is 
probable, that the memory of the creation was 
handed down from Adam to all his pofteiity ; and 
that the feventh day was, for a long time, held fa- 
cred by all nations, in commemoration of that 
event; but that the peculiar rigidnefs of its obfer- 
vance was enjoined by Mofes to the Ifraelites 
alone. As to there being two reafons given for 
its being kept holy — one, that on that day God 
reiled from the work of creation — the other, that 
on that day God had given them reft from the fer- 
vitude of Egypt — I fee no contradidlion in the ac- 
counts. If a man, in writing the hiftory of Eng- 
land, fhould inform his readers, that the parlia- 
ment had ordered the fifth of November to be kept 
holy, becaufe on that day God had delivered the 
nation from a bloody-intended maffacre by^gun- 
powder ; and if, in another part of his hiftory, he 
Aould aSign the deliverance of o>ic cbuich and 
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nation from popery and arbitrary power, by the 
arrival of King William, as a reafon for its being 
kept holy ; would any one contend, that he was 
not juftified in both thefe ways of exprefHon, or 
that we ought from thence to conclude, that he 
w^s not the author of them both ? 

You think — " that law in Deuteronomy inhu- 
man and brutal, which authorizes parents, the 
father and the mother, to bi ing their own children 
to have them ftoned to death for what it is pleafed 
. to call ftubbornnefs." — You are aware, I fuppofe, 
that patetnal power, among the Romans^ the Gauiif 
the Perfianst and other nations, was of the moft 
arbitrary kind ; that it extended to the taking 
away the life of the child. I do not know whe- 
ther the Ifraelites in the time of Mofes, cxercifed 
this paternal power; it was not a cuftom adopted 
by all nations, but it was by many ; and in the 
infancy of fociety, before individual families had 
coalefced into communities, it was probably very 
general. Now Mofes, by this law, which you 
efteem brutal and inhuman, hindered fuch an ex- 
travagant power from being either introduced or 
exercifed amongft the Ifraelites. This law is fo 
far from countenancing the arbitrary power of a 
father over the life of his child, that it takes from 
him the power of accufing the child before a ma- 
giftrate — the father and the mother of the child 
muft agree in bringing the child to judgment — 
and it is not by their united will that the child was 
to be condemned to death ; the elders of the city 
were to judge whether the accufation was true ; 
and the accufation was to be not merely, as you 
infinuate, that the child was (lubborl), but that he 
was *' ftubborn and rebellious, a glutton and a 
drunkard." Confidered in this light, you muft 
sOlow the hw to have been an YnxmatL'^ \t!^x\^v^^ 
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of a power improper to be lodged with any pa- 
rent. 

That you may abufe the piie(ls» yotr abandon 
your fubjedl — ** Priefts, you fay, preach up Deu- 
teronomy, for Deuteronomy preaches up tythes." 
I do not know that priefts preach upDeuteronomy» 
more than they preach up other books of fcrip- 
ture ; but I do know tliat tythes are not preached 
up in Deuteronomy, more than in Leviticus, in 
Numbers, in Chronicles, in Malachi, in the law, 
the hiftory, and the' prophets of the jewifh na- 
tion. — You go on, *• It is from this book, chap. 
XXV. ver. 4, they have taken the phrafe, and ap- 
plied it to ty thing, Thou ihalt not muzzle the ox 
vhen he treadeth out the corn ; and tha^ this 
might not efcape obfervation, they have noted it 
in the table of contents at the head of the chapter, 
though it is only a fmgle verfe of lefs than two 
lines. " O priefts ! piiefts! ye are willing to be 
compared to an ox for the fake of tythes I" I 
cannot call this-r-reafoning — and I will not pollute 
my page by giving it a proper appellation. Had 
the table of contents, inftead of fimply faying — 
the ox is not to be muzzled — faid — tythes enjoin-, 
ed, or priefts to be maintained — there would have 
been a little ground for your cenfure. Whoever 
noted this phrafe at the head of the chapter, had 
better reafon for doing it than you have attributed 
to them. They did it, bccaufe St. Paul had quo- 
ted it, when he was proving to the Corinthians, 
that they who preached the gofpel had a right to 
live by the gofpel ; it was Paul, and not the priefts, 
who fir ft applied this phrafe to ty thing. St. Paul, 
indeed, did not avail himfelf of the light he con- 
tended for ; he was not, therefore, interefted in 
what he faid. The reafon, on which he grounds 
the right, is not merely this quotai\ou» vjYv\c\i ^ou 
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ridicule ;' nor the appointment of the law of Mo- 
fes, which you think fabulous ; nor the injun^ion 
Jefus, which you defpife ; no, it is a reafon found- 
ed in the nature of things, and which no philofo- 
pher, no unbeliever, no man of common fenfe can 
deny to be a folid reafon ; it amounts to this — that 
•* the labourer is worthy of his hire " Nothing 
is fo much a man's own, as his labour and inge- 
nuity ; and it is entirely confonant to the law of 
nature, that by the innocent ufc of thefe he Ihould 
provide for his fubfiftence. Hufbandmen, artifts, 
foldiers, phyficians, lawyers, all let out their la- 
bour «and talent for a ftipulated reward: why may 
not a pricft do the fame ? Some accounts of you 
have been publilhed in England ; but, conceiv- 
ing them to have proceeded from a deiign to 
injure your chancer, 1 never read them. I 
I know nothing of your parentage, your educa- 
tion« or condition in life. You may have been 
elevated, by your birth, above the necefllty of ac- 
quiring the means of" fuftaining life by the labour 
cither of hand or head : if this be the cafe, you 
ought not to defpife thofe who have come into the 
world in lefs favourable circumftances. If your 
origin has been lefs fortunate, you muQ: have fup- 
ported yourfelf, either by manual labour, or the 
exercife of your genius. Why fhould you think 
that conduct difreputable in priefts, which you 
probably confidcr as latidable in yourfelf ? I 
know not whether you have not as great a diflikc 
of kings as of priefts : but that you may be indu- 
ced to think more favourably of men of ray pro- 
feilion, I will juft mention to you that the pay- 
ment of tythes is no ne^y inftitution, but that they. 
weie paid in the mod ancient limes, not to priefts 
only, but to kings. 1 could ^ive yo\x wc^Wxvdxt^ 
inDunccs of this : two may be fuffitkivt, Abraham 
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paid tjthes to the king of Salem* four hundred 
years before the law of Mofes was given. The 
king of Salem was prieft alfo of the mod high 
God. Priedsy ' you fee, ezifted in the world, and 
were held in high eftimation, for kings were 
prieftsy long before the impodures, as you efteem 
them, of the jewiQi and chriftian difpenfations 
were heard of. But as this indance is taken from 
a book which you call ** a book of contradidlions 
and lies" — the Bible ; — I will give you another* 
from a book, to the authority of which, as it is 
written by a profane author, you probably will 
not object. Diogenes Laertius^ in his life of SoIm^ 
cites a letter of Pififlratus to that lawgiver, in 
which he fays — << I Pififtratus, the tyrant, am 
contented w,ith the (lipends which were paid to 
thofe who reigned before me ; the people of A- 
thens fet apart a tenth of the fruits of their land, 
not for my private ufe, but to be expended in the 
public facrideesi and for the general good*" 
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AVING done with what you call the gram- 
matical evidence, that Mofes was not the author 
of the hooks attributed to him, you come to your 
hiftorical and chronological evidence ; and you 
begin with Genefis. Your firft argument is ta- 
ken from the (ingle word — Dan — being found in 
Genefis, when it appears from the book of Judges, 
that the town of Laifh was not called Dan, till 
above throe htmdred and thirty years after the 
death'of Mofes ; therefore the writer of Genefis 
you conclude, mufl haVe lived after the town of 
Laifh had the name of Dan given to it. Lefl 
this objedion (hould not be obvious enough to a 
common capacity, youilluftrate it in the following 
manner : " Havre-de-Grace was called Havre- 
Marat in 1791J ; fhould then any datelefs writing 
be found, in after times, with the name of Havre- 
Marat, it would be ceitain evidence that fuch a 
writing could not have been y^rittcn till aftef the 
year 1793." This is^ a wrong conclufion. Snp- 
pofe Ibme hot republican (hould at this day pub- 
li(h a new edition of any old hidory of France, 
andinHead of Havre de-Grace fhould write Ha- 
%re M.irat ; and that two or three tlioiifi»nd years 
hence, a man, like yourfclf, fliould, on that ac- 
coimt reje(5l the whole hiftory as fpurious, would 
he be juftll'Ied in fo doing ? Would it not be rea- 
fonable to tell him — that the name HaNte-N^-acfax. 
huJ h^cn !j2 felled, not by the origvu^\ ^\i?i\o\ o^ 
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thehiftory, but by a fubfequent editor of it ; and 
to refer him, for a proof of the genuinenefs oF 
the book, to the teftimony of the whole French 
nation ? This fappofilion fo obvioufly applies to 
your difficulty, that I cannot but recommend it 
your impartial attention. But if this folution 
does not pleafe you, I defire it may be proved, 
that the Dan^ mentioned in Genefis, was the fame 
town as the Dan^ mentioned iii Judges. I defire 
further, to have it proved, that the Dan, men* 
tinned in Genefis, was the name of a town, and 
not of a river. It is merely faid — Abia^m purfa- 
ed them, the enemies of Lot, to Dan. Now a 
river was fall as likely as a town to flop a pur- 
fuit. Loty we know, was fettled in the plain of 
Jordan ; and Jordan, we know, was compofed 
of the united ftreams of two rivers, called Jor 
and Ddn» 

Your next difficulty refpeAs its being fkid in 
Genefis — " Thefe are the kings that reigned in 
Edovi before there reigned any king over the chil- 
dren of Ifrael : — this pafTage could only have been 
written, you fay (and I think you fay rightly) af- 
ter the fiift king began to reign over Ifrael ; fo far 
from being written by Mofes, it could not have 
been written till the time of Saul at the lead." I 
admit this inference, but I deny its application. 
A fmall addition to a book does not defl.roy either 
the genuinenefs or the authenticity of the whole 
book. I am not ignorant of the manner in which 
the commentators have anfwered this obje^ionof 
Spinoza, without making the conceffion which I 
have made ; but 1 Iiave no fcruple in admitting, 
that the paffage in queftion, confiding of nine ver- 
fes containing the genealogy oi fome kings of 
Edom, mighl have been infetlcd \tv the book of 
Genefis, after the book ©f C\\Tomdt% \;«\i\OciNi'»& 
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lied in Greek by a name importing that it con* 
ined things left put in other books) was wiitten. 
he learned have fhewn, that interpolations have 
tppened to other books ; but thefe infertions bj 
her hands have never been confidered • as invali* 
Lting the authority of thofe books. 
" Take away from Genefis," you lay, " the 
lief that Mofes was the author, on which only 
e ftrange belief that it is the word of God has 
)od, and there remains nothing of Genefis buc 
i anonymous book of ftories, fables, tradition- 
y or invented abfurdities, or of downright lies/* 
-What ! is it a (lory then, that the world had a 
ginning, and that the author of it was God ? 
you deem this a dory, I am not difputing with 
ieiftical philofopher, but with an atheiftic mad« 
an. Is it a dory, that our firft parents fell from 
paradifiacal ftate — that this earth was deflroyed 
' a deluge — that Noah and his family were pre- 
rved in the ark, and that the world has been re- 
lopled by his defcendants ? — Look into a book fb 
mmon that almod every body has it, and fo ex- 
llent that no perfon ought to be without it — 
rotius on the truth of the chriftian religion- 
id you will there meet with abundant tefti- 
ony to the truth of all the principal fa«5ls record- 
. in Genefis. The teftimony is not that of jews, 
iridians, and prices ; it is the ttftimony of the> 
lilofophers, hiftorians, and poets of antiquity, 
he oldeft book in the world is Genefis ; and it is 
maikable that thofe books which come neareil 
it in age, are thofe which make, either the mod 
ftin<5l meniion, or the moft evident allufion to 
e fa«as related in Genefis, concerni^Jg the for- 
ation of the world from a chaotic mafs, the 
imeval innocence and fubfequenc C^\l o£ xcvdsv^ 

C 
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tfaelopgevkv of mankind in the 6r& ages«of the^ 
vrorld, the depra.vity of the antediluvians^ and 
tl\e deArudion of tlic world. — Itead the tenth 
chapter of Geneds — > It may appear to you to 
contain nothing but an uninterefitng narration of 
the defcendants of S/jcfUf Ham^ and Japhetb j a 
zneie fable, an invented abfurdity, a downright 
lie^ No, fir, ft is one of the moil valuable, and 
the mod venerable records c£ antiquity. It ex- 
plains what ail profane hiftorians vveie ignorant 
oif — the origin of nations. Had It told us, as 
6ther books do, that one nation had £prung out of 
theeatth they inhabited ; another from a. cricket 
Or a grafshopper ; another from an oak ; another 
from a muftiroom ; another from a dragon's 
tooth ; then indeed it would have merited the ap« 
pellation you, with fo much temerity beRow upon 
b. Indeadof thefe abfurditi^s, it 'gives fuch an 
account of the peopling the earth after the deluge, 
as no other book in the woild ever did give ; and 
the truth of which all other books in the world, 
which contain Iny thing on the fubje&, confirm. 
The laft verfe of the chapter fays — ** Thefe arc 
the families of the fons of Noah, after their ge- 
nerations^ in their nations : and by thefe were 
the nations divided in the earth, after the flood.^' 
It would require great learning to trace out, pr^ 
cifely, either the adual fituation of all the coun- 
tries in which thefe founders of empires fettled^ 
or to afcertain the extent of their dominions. 
This, however, has been done by various authors, 
to the fatisfa<5Hon of all competent judges ; io 
much at lead to my fatisfa^tion, that had I no 
other proof of the autlienticity of Genefis, I 
fhould confider this as fufficient. But, without 
the aid of learning, any man who can barely read 
his Bible, and has but heard o{ {ucYv ^^o^\^?ax3cA 
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Affyfians^ the Eiamiteff the LydianSf the Mti&st 
the hniansf the Thracians; will readily: acknow- 
ledge that they had ./^r, and Eiant^ and Zxr^/, 
and Madai, and Javan^ and TVr^/, grandfons of 
A/<?tf^, for their refpe^live founders j and knowing 
this* he will not, 1 hope, part with his Bible, as 
a fyftem of fables. I am no enemy to philoib- 
phy ; but wheff philofophy would rob me of my 
Biblcy I muft fay of it, as Cicero &td of the 
tw^ve tables,-^Thts little book alone exceeds the 
libraries of all the phrlofophers tn the weight. of 
its authority, and in the extent of its utility. 

From the abufe of the Bible, you proceed to 
that of Mofes, and again bring forward the fub- 
jed of his Wars in the land of Canaan. There 
arc many men who look upon all war,^ (would to 
God that aU men faw it in the fame light ! ) with 
extreme abhorrence, 2lf9i£ting mankind with cak- 
dntties not neceflary, (hocking to humanity, and 
jrepugnant tp reafon. But is it repugnant to rea- ^ 
fon diat God fhould, by an exprefs a^ o^ his pro- 
Tidence, deftroy a wicked nation ? I am fond of 
confidering the goodnefs of God, as the leading 
.principle of his condud towards mankind, of cort^ 
fidering his juflice as fubiermnt to his mercy. He 
puniihes individuals and nations with the fod of 
his wrath ; but 1 am perfuaded that all his pu<^ 
piihments originate in his sibhorrence of fin ; are 
calculated to leiTen its influence ; and are proofs 
f»f his goodnefs ; inafmuch as it may not be pofH- 
blc for Omnipotence itfelf to communicate fu- 
prcme happinefs to the human race, whiltl they 
continue fervants of fm. The deftrudion of the 
Canaanites exhibits to all nations, in all ap;es, a 
fignal proof of God's difpleafiite againfl fm ; it 
has been to others, and it is lo o\n(e\Nts "^.V^^"^^- 

C 2 
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volent "\^arn?ng. Mofes would 'have been the 
•wretch you reprefent him, had he aded by his own 
authoiity alone : but you may aj^ reafonably at- 
tribute cruelty and murder to the judge of the 
land in condemning criminals to death, as butch- 
ery and maifacre to Mofes in executing the com- 
mand of God. 

The Midianites, through the counfel of Ba- 
laam, and by the vicious inflrumentality of their 
women, had feduced a part of the Ifraelites to 
idolatry ; to the impure worfhip of their infa- 
mous god Baalpeor : — for this offence, twenty- 
four thoufand Ifraelites had perifhed in a plague 
from heaven, and Mofes received a command 
from God ** to fmite ihe Midianites who had be- 
guiled the people. An army was equipped, and 
fent againft Midian. When the army returned 
vidlorious, Mofes and the princes of the congre- 
gation went to meet it ; " and Mofes was wroth 
■with the officers." He obferved the women cap- 
tives, .and he afked with allonifliment, *^ Have 
ye faved all the women alive ? Behold, thefe cauf^ 
ed the children of Ifrael, through the counfel of 
Balaam, to commit trefpafs againfl the Lord in 
the mattter of Peor, and there iwas a plague 
among the congregation." He then gave an or- 
der that the boys and the women ihould be put to 
de^h, but that the young maidens ihould be kept 
alive for themfelves. I fee nothihg in this pro^ 
ceeding, but good policy, combined with mercy;- 
The young men might have becorne dangerous 
avengers of, what they would efteem, their coun- 
try's wrongs ; the mothers might have again al- 
lured the Ifraelites to the love of licentious plea- 
fures and the practice of idolatry, and brought 
another plague iTpon the . congregation ; but the 
young maidens, not being poUuled b^ \ii^ ^ia^^v 
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tfous httbits of their raochers, nor likely to create 
dillurbance by rebellion, were kept alive. You 
give a diflFereot turn to the matter ; youTay-— 
**. that thirty-two thoufand women- children were 
configned to debauchery by the order of Mofes.'* 
— .Prove this, and I will allow that Mofes was the 
hortid monfter you make him— prove this, and I 
will allow that the Bible is what you call ii — ** a 
book of lies, wickednefs, and blafphemy"— prove 
this, or excufe my warmth if I fay to you, as 
Paul faid to Ely mas the forcerer, who fought to 
turn away Sergius Paulus from the faith, " O 
f^ll of all fubtilty, and all mifchief, thou child 
of the devil, thou enemy of all righteoufnefs, wilt 
thou not ceafe to pervert the right ways of the 
Lord ?" — I did not, when I began thefe letters, 
think that I (hould have been moved to this feve- 
rity of rebuke, by any thing you could have writ- 
ten ; but when fo grojs a mifreprefentation is 
made of God's proceedings, coolnefs would be a 
crime. The women-children were not preferved 
for the purpofes of debiiuchery, but of fiavcry ; 
— a cuftom abhorrent frcjm our manners, hut eve- 
ry where pradtifed in former times, and Hill prac- 
tifed in countries where the benignity of the chrif* 
tian religion has not foftened the ferocity of human 
nature. You here admit a part of the account 
given in the Bible refpeding the expedition againlt 
Midian to be a true account : it is not unreafona- 
ble to defire chat you will admit the whole, or 
Ihew fufficient reafon why you admit one part, 
and rejed the other. 1 will mention the part to 
which you have p .'d no attention. The liVaeli- 
tiih army confilled but of twelve thoufand men, 
a mere handful when oppofed to the people of Mi- 
dian ; yet, when the officers made a muftet of their 
tpoops afcer tlieir return from the -w^lx^ >2afc^ 1<^m\v^ 
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that they had ftot loft a fingle man ! This c*?rcura« 
ftanee (Iruck them as fo decifive an evidence of 
Giod's interp^fittony that out of the fpoils they had 
taken they offered '* an oblation to the Lord, an 
atonement for their fouls." Do hut believe what 
(ke captaids of thoufands, and the captains of 
hundreds, believed at the time when thefe things 
happened, and we (hall never more hear of your 
objedlion^ to the Bible^ from its account of tho 
wars of Mofes, 

You produce two or three other obje^ions re- 
fpeding the genuisenefs of the fir ft five books of 
the Bible. — I cannot ftt)p to notice them : every 
commenutor anfwers them in a manner fuited to 
the apprehenfion of even a mere £ngli(h reader. 
¥pu calculaie, to ihe thoufandth part of an inch« 
the length of the iron bed of Og the king of Ba- 
fan ; but you do not prove that the bed was too 
big for the bod ^) or that a Paiagonian would iiave 
been loft' in it. You make no allowance for the 
/ifee of a royal bed ; nor ever fufpedt that king Og 
^ight have been pofi^^fled v\ ith the fame kind of 
Vanity, which occupied the mind of king Alex- 
ander, when he ordered his foldicrs to enlarge the 
flze of their beds , that they might give to the Ift- 
ditins, in fwcceeding ages, a great idea of the pro- 
digious ftatureof a Macedonian. In many parts^ 
of your work you fpeak much* in commendation 
of fcience. 1 join with you in every commenda^. 
tion you can give it : but you fpeak of it in fuch 
a.manncr as gives room to believe, that you are a 
proficient in it ; if thi^ be the cafe, I would recom- 
rafend a problem to your attenti'^n, the folution of 
which you will readily allow to be faf above the 
powers ti£ a man converfant only, as you Tepre- 
/crnt prhUs and biftiops to be, in h/Cf huecy hoc. The 
probkm is jcfais— To dacimint \li^\ts\^\\.x»NiVkSv 
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7t human boilf; prcfervrng. its fi mihirrty of fignr^, 
may be aagmented, before it ^IH perilh by its 
own weight.— When you' have folved this prob- 
leniy we Ihall know whether the bed of t!Be king 
of Bafan S^as too big for any giant ; whethw* thr 
exigence of a man. twelve or fifteen feet hfgh is* fiV 
the nature of things impoffible. My phifofoph^ 
teaches me to doubt of niaiiy things ; but it does 
not teach me to rejeft every teftimony which h o)p- 
i^oCitc to my experience : had I been b6rn in Shet- 
land^ I could, on proper teftimony, have believed^ 
m the exiftence of the Lincolrtfhire oi, oV of the 
largeft dray-horfe in London- ; thdngh tfie cxen 
and horfes in Shetland had not beezr bigg^ than 
maftiffs. 
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JbiAVING (Tnifhed yout obj^L^^loriS* to* the ge- 
nuincnefs of die books of Mofes, yoiiproteed to 
your remarks on the book of Jo(hua ; arid' frbm' its 
internal evidence you endeavour to prove, that tlifs* 
book was not written by JoftiuA.-^ What then? "\x^hat 
is your conblation ? — *' tiiat it iis arinnymbus and' 
without authority." Stop z little ; your coritlii- 
fiori is not conne^ed with your premifes ; ybiir' • 
friend Euclid would hav^ been afhaihcd oF it;^-^ 
•* Anonymous, and thereft>i'e vt1ih6ut duthoHtyf" 
I have noticed' this fdliicifni before; but as you" 
ftequcnilj brin^ it foin^rard, aiiA^ VtAsx^V ^<s^ 
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book (lands much in need of it, I will fubmit to 
your confideration another obfervation on the fob- • 
je6t— The book called Fleta is anonymous ; but 
it is not on that account without authority.— 
Domefday book is anonymous, and Was written 
above feren hundred years ago ; yet our courts of 
law do not hold it to be without authority, as to 
the matters of fa6t related in it. Yes, ycu will 
fay, but this book has been preferved with fingu- 
lar care amongft the records of the nation. And 
who told you that the jews had no records, or 
hat they did not preferve them with fmgular 
are ? Jofephus fays the contrary : and, in' the 
)ible itfelf an appeal is made to many books, 
vhich have perifhed ; fuch as the book of Jafher, 
.he book of Natham, of Abijah, of Iddo, of 
Jehu, of natural hiftory by Solomon, of the ads 
of ManafTeh, and others which might be mention« 
•d« If any one, having accefs to the journals of 
;he lords and commons, to the books of the trea- 
fury, war office, privy-council, and other public 
documents, (hould at this day write an hifiory cf 
the reigns of George the fir ft and fecond, and 
Oiould publifh it withoujt his name, would any 
man, three or four hundreds or thoufands of years 
bence, qucftion the authority of that book, when 
;ie knew tliat the whole Britiih nation had receiv- 
ed it as an authentic book, from the time of its 
firft publication to the a^e in which he lived?— 
This fuppofition is in point. The books of the 
Old Teftament were compofed from the records 
of the jewifh nation, and tliey have been received 
as tiue by that nation, from the time in which they 
were written to the present day. Dodfley*s An- 
nual Regifter is an anonymous book, we only 
know the name of its edjpor ; the New Annual 
XegiiUr is an anonymous book •, xhe Rt.Nkws arc 
snon/nioas books ; but do vei ox mU c>\vi ^^^^^ 
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rity, efteetn thefe books as of no authority ? On 
the contrary, they are admitted at prefent, and 
will be received in after ages, as authoritative re- 
cords of the civil, military, and literary hiftory 
of England and of Europe. So Itttle foundation 
is there tor our being ft ar tied by your afleriion, 
•• It is anonymous and without authority." 

If I am right in this reafoning (and I proteft to 
you that 1 do not fee any error in it) all the argu- 
nients you adduce in proof that the book of Jo- 
(hua was not written by Jofhua, nor that of Sa- 
muel by Samuel, are nothing to the purpofe for 
which you have brought them forward : thefe 
books may be books of authoiiiy, though all you 
advance againft the genuinenefs of them fhould 
be granted. No article of faith is injure<i by al- 
lowing that there is no fuch pofitivc proof, when 
or by whom thefe, and fome other books of holy 
icripture, were written, as to exclude all poOdbili* 
ly of doubt and cavil. There is no neccffityi in- 
deed, to allow this. The chronological and hifto- 
lical difficulties, which others before you have 
produced, < have been anfwered, and as to the 
greateft part c'^ them, fo well anfvtreted, that I 
will not wafte the reader's lime by entering into 
a particular examination of them. 

You make ygurfelf merry with what you call 
the tale of the fun ftanding upon mount Gibeon, 
and the moon in the valley of Ajalon ; and you 
fay that " the ftory detects itfelf, becaufe there is 
sine a nation in the world that knows any thing 
about it." How can you expeft that there fhould, 
when there is not a nation in the world whofe an- 
nals reach this aera by many hundred years ? It 
happens, however, that you are probably mifta- 
ken as to the fa«fl : a confufed tradition concern- 
mg (his miraclef and a Ciniiiai oiit \u x!c^ vxca. ^^ 
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Ahaz,' when the fun went back ten degrees, has 
been preferved amongll one of the moft ancient 
nations, as we are informed by one of the moft an- 
cient hiHorians. Heredotus, in hb EuterpCf- 
fpeaking of the Egyptian priefts, fays — " ITiey 
told me that the fun had four times deviated from 
his courfe, having twice rifen where he uniformly 
goes down, and twice gone down where he uni- 
formly rifey. This however had produced no al- 
teration in the climate of Egypt ; the fruits of the 
earth and the phenomena of the Nile had always- 
been the fame." (Beloe's Tranfl.) The. laft part 
of this obfeivation confirms the conjcdlure, that 
<his account of the Egyptian priefts had a refer- 
ence to the two mir-icles refpefting the fun mem 
.tioned infciipture ; for they were not of that kind 
which could introduce any change in climates or 
ieafons. You would have been contented to ad- 
mit the account of this miracle as a fine piece of 
poetical imagery ;— you may have fe6n fome jew- 
ilhdi.doiSjand fomechriftian commentators, who 
coniider it as fuch ; but improperly, in my opi- 

f nion. 1 think it idle, atleaft, if not impious, to 
undertake to explain how- the miracle ^vas per- 
formed ; but one who is not able to explain the 
mode of doing a thing, argues ill if he hence in- 
fers that the thing was not done. We are per- 
fedly ignorant how the fun was-^ormed, how the 
planets were projeded at the creation, how they 
are ftill retained in their orbits by the power of 
gravity ^ but we admit, notwiihftanding, that tlie 

, lun was formed, that the ^^hets wtfre then pro- 
j,e^€d, and that they are ftiH- retained in their or- 
bits. The machine of the univeric is in the hahd- 
of God ; he can flop the motion of any part, €x^ 
of the.-W^Q^^ 9f it, with lefs trouble aiid left dan-* 
jP^J^AjferJ^ jt, than you cwi ?lo^ ^omt ^jruUh.- 
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Is tellimony of the reality of the miracle, the ati- 
thar of the book fays — " Is not thn written in th« 
book of Jallier >" — No authot in his (enfes would 
Imvc appealed, in proof of hU veracity, to a 
book which did not exilt, or in atLcllation of a 
fad, which, theueh it did exill, was not iccordi^ 
in it; we may Giiely therefore conclude, that, at 
die time the book of Jolhua was wriiicn, there 
wds fuch a book as the hook of Jath^i, and thnt 
lb; miracle of the fun's ft^nJing ftill was record- 
ed in thai book. But this obfervation, you will 
fay, does not prove the fail of the fun's having 
ft^oi dill ; i have not produced ii as a proof of 
thjt hA ; but it proves that the author of the 
book of Jolhua Relieved the tiB, and that the peo- 
ple of Ilra:l admitted the autlioiity of thi; bonk 
of Jaiher. An appeal to a fabiTlous book would 
have been as fenfelefs an infuk upon their under- 
ftaading, as it would have been upnn cur's, hid 
Kapin appealed to the Arabian Nights' Enter- 
tainments, as a pioof of the brittle of Hafiings. 
I cannot attribute much weight io yo«r argu- 
ment againil the gemiinenefs of the book of Jo- 
ftua, ff otn its being faid that — " Jolhua burned 
Ai, and made it an heiip for ever, even a defola- 
lian anto thir Jin." Julhua lived twenty-four yeart 
afzer the burning of Ai : and if he wrote bis hif- 
lory in the latter part of his life, what abfurdity 
is there in laying, Ai is ItiU in ruins, or Ai is in 
ntins to tliii very d.iy { AyouuE^man, who had 
fcen the heads of the rebels in forty-five, when 
they were firft lluck upon poles at Temple-bar, 
might, twenty rears afterwards, in attellution of 
the fad, have julily faid— And they are there to 
^Is very day. Whoever " " ' " ' 

Matthew, it was written in 
\ubi/ (l hdd idmoU faid ccruiift1:( m 

' <^. .. ~ ^, 
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of one century after the death of Jefus ; yet the 
author, ipcaking of the potter's field which had 
been purchafed by the chief prieds with the mo- 
ney ihey had given Judas to betray his maftcTy 
fays, that it was therefore called the field of blood 
ufito this day; and in anotlier place he fays, fthal 
the ftory of the body of Jefus being ftolen out <rf 
the fcpuichre, was commonly reported among the 
jews until tkis day. Mofes, in hisold age, had made 
ufe of a fimilar expreffion, when he put the Ifrae* 
lites in mind of what the Lord had done to the 
Egyptians in the Red Sea, " The Lord hath dc- 
ftroyed them unto this day." (Deut. xi. 4. ) 

In the lad chapter of the book of Jolhua it is 
related, that Joftiua aflembled all the tribes of If* 
rael to Shcchem ; and there, in the prefence of 
the elders and principal men of Ifrael, he recapi- 
tulated, in a (liort fpeech, all that' God had done 
for their nation, from the calling of Abraham to 
that lime, when they were fettled in the land 
which God had promifed to their foiefathers. In 
finiftiing his fpeech, he faid to them—" Choofe 
you this day whom you will ferve, whether the 
gods which your fatheis ferved, that were on 'the 
other fide of the flood, or the gods of the Amo- 
rites, in whofe land ye dwell : but as for me and 
my houfe, we will ferve the Lord. And the 
people anfwercd and faid, God forbid that we 
Ihould forfake the Lord, to feive other gods." 
Joftiua urged farther, that God would not fufFer 
them to worihip other gods in fellowlhip with him; 
ihey anfwered, thai " they would ferve the Lord." 
Jolhua then faid to them, " Ye are witnefles againft 
yourfelves that ye have chofcn you the Lord to 
ferve him. And they laid, " We are witneifcs." 
Here was a folemn covenant between Jofliua, on 
the pan o£ the Lord, aivdaWiYit mtiv o£^\&^i 



( 45 ) 

: own part. The text then fays — " So Jo- 
lade a covenant with the people that day* 
them a (latute and an ordinance in Shcr 
and jfojhua *wrote thefe ijjords in the book of the: 
*God.^* Here is a pi oof of two things — 
at there was then, a few years aftet the 
f Mofes, e^iiding a book called the Book 
Law of Grod ; the fame, without doubt» 
Slofbs had written, and committed to the 
of the Levites, that it might be kept in the 
the covenant of the Lord, that it might be^ 
^Ts again ft them : fecondly, that Joniua 
part at lead of his own tranfa^tions in that 
ok, as an addition to it. It is not a proof 
wrote all his own tranfa^ions in any book; 
ubmtt entirely to the judgmt?nt of every 
man, whether this proof of his having re- 
a very material tianfa^ion, does not make 
able that he recorded other material iranf- 
; that he wrote the chief part of the book 
ua ; and that fuch things as happened af- 
leath, have been inferted in it by others, in 
3 render the hiftory more complete, 
book of Joibua, chap. vi. ver. 26, is quoted 
irft book of 'Kines, chap. xvi. ver. 34. "In 
.hab's) days, did Kiel the Bethelite build 
: he laid the foundation thereof in Abiram 
l-born, and fet up the gates thereof in his 
ft fon Segub, according to the word of the 
which he fpake by Jo(hua the fon of Nun." 
a proof that the book of Joftiua is older 
e firft book of Kings ; hut that is not all 
may reafonably be inferred, I do not fay 
, from this quotation. It may be inferred 
e phrafe— according to the word of ihe Lord 
le fpake by Jolhua the fon of Nun, that JolKvvai 
9^t//f the word which the Lotc\ Va^X ^v^V^w* 
cb (which, though an apoct^^\\A\ioviV.^ 
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is authority for this purpofc) thefe is a (imiTar 
phrafe—as thou fpaketl by thy fetvant Mofes in 
ihe day when thou didft command him to nvriU ify 
Jaiv. 

1 think it unnecefFary to make any obTeivatioii 
on what you fay relative to the book of Jtidges ; 
but I cannot pafs unnoticed your cenfbrc of -the 
book of Ruth, which you call *^ an idle bungling 
ftory, foolifhly told, no body knows by whomy 
about a ftrolling country girl' creeping {lily to.bed 
to het coufm Boaz ; pretty ftufF, indeed, you ex- 
claim, to be called the word of God !" It feems to 
me that you do not pcrfedtly comprehend what is 
Ineant by the expreffiion-i-the Word of God-~-or 
the divine authotity of the fcriptuies; I will ex- 
plain it to you in the words of Dr. Law, latebi- 
(hop of Carlifle, and in thofe of St. Auftrn. My 
firft quotation is from bifhop Law*s 'Dieory rf 
Religion, a book not imdefeiving your notice:-— 
•* Tiie true fenfe then of the divine authority of the 
books of the Old Teftament, and which perhaps 
is enough to denominate them in general divinefy 
infpiredi feems to be this ; that as in thofe times 
God has all along, betide the infpe(5tion, or fuper- 
intendency of his general piDvidence, imerfJeied 
upon particular occafions, by giving expreft com- 
miffions to feme perfons (ihence c^Wtd prophets ) to 
declare his will in various manners, and degrees 
of evidence, as heft fuited the occafion, time, and 
nature of the fubjedl : and in all other cafes, left 
them whollv to themfelves : in like manner, he 
has interpofed his more immediate afliftartce Tand 
notified it to ihem, as they did to the world; in 
Xhc recording of ihefe revelations; fo far as that 
was nece/Tary, amid ft the common (but from 
hence termed facred) hiftory of thofe times ; and 
mixed with vario^is tivhci occvin^xvtt%\ \tv.^Vi\s.h 
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Iftorian's own natural qualifications were fuf- 
t lo enable him to relate things, with all the 
acy they lequired." The paffage from St. 
n is this : ** 1 am of opinion, that thofe mtn 
lom the Holy Ghofl revealed what ought 
received as aaithoritative in religion, might 
fame things as men with hiilorical diligence^ 
cher things as prophets by divine infpiration ; 
lat thefe things are fo di(linfl» that the for- 
aa,y be attribuied to themfelves as contribu- 
> the increafe of knowledge, and the latter 
id fpeaking -by them things apperta4ning to 
ithority of religion." Whether this opinion 
ht or wrong, 1 do not here inquire ; it is the 
m of many learned men and good chridians: 
if you will adopt h as your opinion, you 
te caufe, perhaps, to become a ehridian your- 
you will fee caufe to confider chronological, 
aphical, or genealogical errors — apparent 
Ices or real contradiflions as to hiilorical fadls, 
efs repetitions and tiifling interpolations-— 
d you will fee caufe to confider all the prin- 

objedions of youv book to be abfolutely 
nt foundation. Receive but the Bible as , 
ofed by upright and well-informed, though, 
le points, fallible men (for I exclude all falli? 
when they profefs to deliver the Word of 

and you mu(l receive it as a book revealing to 
n many parts, the exprefs will of God ; and 
icr parts, relating to you the ordinary hiftory 
e times. Give but the authois of the Bible 
:redit which you ^ive to other hiftoiians ; be- 
them to deliver the Word of God, when they 
ou that ihcy do fo ; bebeve, when they relate 

things as of themlelves and not of the Lord, 
they wrote to the belt of their knowled^M* 
updcujr, and you will bt m '^oui >aSvA ^vatcva.- 
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thing very different from a deift : you may not 
allowed to afpire to the chatadler of an orthoc 
believer, but you will not be an unbeliever in 
divine authority of the Bible ; though you (ho 
admit human miflakes and human* opinions 
exift in fome parts of it. This I take to be the f 
ftep towards the removal of the doubts of ihs 
fceptical men ; and when they are advanced tl 
far, the 'grace of God, affiiling a teachable dif 
fition, and a pious intention, may carry them 
to perfedtion. 

As to Ruth, you do an injury to her charadi 
She was not a ftroUing ccluntry girl. She had h 
married ten years : and being left a widow with< 
children, fhe accompanied her mother-in-law, 
turning into her native country, outr)f which w 
her hu (band and her twofons (he had been drii 
by a famine. The diilurbances in France hi 
driven imany men with their families to Amerii 
if, ten years hence, a woman, having loft ] 
hufband and her children, fhould return to Frai 
■with a daughter in-law, would you bejuftificd 
calling the daughter-in-law a ftroDing conn 
girl ? •♦ But (he crept flily to bed to her cou 
Boaz." I do not find it fo in the hiftory- — a 
perfon fmploring prote<5lion, fhe laid herfelf do 
at the foot of an aged kinfman's bed, and ihe r 
up with as much innocence as (he had laid heri 
dowr). She was afterwards married to Boaz, a 
reputed by all her neighbours a virtuous woma 
and they were more likely to know her chara^ 
than you are. Whoever reads the book of Ru 
bearing in mind the fimplicity of ancient nvmne 
will find it an interefting ftory of a poor you 
woman, following in a llrange land ihe advi 
and atfe<f?i'onately attrxhing herfelf to the fortui 
of the mother of her deceased W^-aiv^. 
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The two books of Samuel come next under 
your review. You proceed to (hew that thefe 
books were not written by Samuel, that they are 
anonymous, and ihence you conclude without .au- 
thority. I need not here repeat what I have faid 
upon the fallacy of your conclufion ; and as to 
your proving that the books were no^ written by 
Safnuel, you might have fpared yourfelf fome 
trouble if you had recolleded, that it is generally 
admitted, that Samuel did not write any patt of 
the iecond book which bears his name, and^ only 
a part of the fit (I. It would, indeed, have been 
an inquiry not undeferving your notice, in many 
parts of your work, to have examined what was 
the opinion of learned men refpedling the authors 
of the feveral books of the Bible ; you would have 
found, that you were in many places fighting a 
phantom of your own raidng, and proving what 
ivus generally admitted. Very little certainty, 1 
think, can at this time be obtained on this fubjed : 
bat that you may have fome knowledge of what 
has been conje<flured by men of judgment, I will 
c^uote a pafTage from Dr. Hartley's obfervations 
on man. The author himfelf does not vouch for 
the truth of his obfervation, for he begins it with a 
fuppdfition : ** I fuppofe then, that the Pentateuch 
confifts of the writings of Mofesf put together by 
Samucly with a very few additions ; that the books 
of Joihua and Judges were, in.like manner, , col- 
leded by him \ and the book of Ruth, with the 
firft part of the firft book of Samuel, written by 
him ; that the latter part of the firft book of Sa- 
muel, and the fecond book, were written by the' 
prophets who fucceeded Samuel, fuppofe Nathan 
and Gad: that the books of Kings and Chronicles,, 
are cxtrads from the records of the fucceeding 
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prophets, concerning their own times, and from 
the public genealogical tables, made by Ezra; 
that the books of Ezra and Nehemiah are collec- 
tions' of like records, fome wri tten by Ezra and 
Nehetniahy and fome by their predecefTors ; that 
the book of Efther was written by fome eminent 
jew, in or near the times of the tranfadion there 
recorded, perhaps Mordecai ; the book of Job by 
a jew, of an uncertain time ; the Pfalms by Da- 
vid and othei pious perfons; the books of. the 
Proverbs and Canticles b> Solomon; the book of 
Ecclefiaftes by Solomon^ or perhaps by jew of la- 
ter times, fpeaking in his perfon, but not with an 
intention to make him pafs for the author ; the 
Prophecies by the piophets whole names they 
bear ; ancl the books of the New Teftament by 
the perfons -to whom they are ufually afcribed." — 
1 have produced this paflage to you not merely to 
(hew you that, in a great part of your work,- you 
are attacking what no perfon is interefted in de- 
fending ; but to convince you, that a wife and 
good man, and a firm believer in revealed reli- 
gion, for fuch was Dr. Hartley, and no prieft, 
did not reject the anonymous books of the Old 
Teftament as books without authority, I fhall 
not trouble either you or myfelf with any more 
obfervations on that head ; you may afcribe the 
two books of Kings, and the two books of Chro- 
nicles, to what authors you pleafe ; lam fatisfied 
with knowing that the annals of the jewifh nation 
were written in the time of Samuel, and, proba- 
bly, in all fucceeding times, by men of ability, 
who lived in or near the times of which they write. 
Of the truth of this obfervation we have abundant 
proof, not only from the tellimony of Jofephus, 
and of tlie writers of the Talmuds, but from the 
Old 2 c/iamen t itfelf. I wiU coxiuux. m^Wi^ \ivJtx 
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Citing a few places : — " Nonj) thea^is of David the 
king^ firjl and lajij behold tkey are nvritUn hi the book 
of Samuel the fier^ and in the hook of Nathan the pro* 
phet^ and in the bo^k of Gad the feerV i Chron. 
xxix. 29.—" Nona the reji of the a£is of Solomon^ firfl 
and lajly are they not nuritten in the book of Nathan the 
prophet f and in the prophecy of Ahijah the Shilonite% 
and in thevijlons of Iddo the feer?^^ 2 Chron. ix. 29. 
— " No^w the a£ls of Rehoboanty firji and laft^ are they 
not 'written in the book of She?naiah the prophet ^ and 
if Iddo the feer^ concerning genealogies /"' 2 Chron. 
xii. 15.—" No<[X3 the refl of the q6ls of Jehojhaphaty 
frjl and lajiy behold }hey are ^written in the book of 
Jehu thefon of Hanani,^^ 2 Chron. xx. 34. Is it 
poOlble for writers to Jgive a ftronger evidence of 
their veracity, than by referring their readers to 
the books from which they had extraded the ma- 
terials of their hiftory ? 

J* T^e tivo books of Kingsy^ you fay, " are little 
more than an hijiory of affaj/btations y tr cache ry^ and 
*iuarP That the kings of Ifrael and Judah were 
many of them inery wicked perfons, is evident 
from the ^hiftory which is given of them in the 
Bible ; but it ought to be remembered, that their 
wickednefs is not to be attributed to their Religion; 
nor were the people of Ilrael chofen to be the 
people of God, on account of their wickednefs ; 
nor was their being chofen, a caufe of it. One 
may wonder, indeed, that having experienced fo 
many fingular marks of God's goodnefs towkrds 
their nation, they did not at once become, and 
continue to be (what, however, they have long 
been) ftrenuous advocates for the worfhip of one 
only God, the maker of heaven and earth. This 
was the purpofc for which they were chofefi, and 
this purpofe has been accompliihed. For above 
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three and twenty hundred years ijae jews have uni- 
forrjily witneffed to all the nations of the earth the 
uruty of God> and his abomination of idolatry. 
But as you loo!; upon " the appellation of thejeniT 
being God^s cho en people as ^ lie ivhich the priefls 4wd 
leaders of the jfws had invented to cover the bafenefi of 
their onun chara^erjf and *which chriftian priejisf fofne* 
times as corrupt i and often, as cruel, have profejed, tQ. 
believe^* I will plainly ftate to you tlie rcafons 
which induce me to believe that it is no ae^ and I 
hope they will be fuch reafons as you v\ ill not at^ 
, tribute either to cruelty oi corruption. 

To any one contemplating the univeifality of 
things, and the fabric of nature, this globe of 
earth, with the men dwelling on its furface, will 
not. appear (exclufive of the divinity of their 
fouls) of more impbrtancc than an hillock of ants; 
all of "^hich, fome with coin, fome with eggs^ 
fome without any thing, run hither and thither, 
budling about a little heap of dud. This is a 
thought of the. immortal Bacon, and it i> admi- 
rably fitted to humble the pride of philofophy, at» 
tempting to prefcribe forms to the proceedings, 
and bounces to the attributes of God. We may 
as eafdy circumfcrjbe infinity, as penetrate the 
fecret purpofes of the Almighty. There are but 
two ways by which I can acquire any knowledge 
of the nature of the Supi;pme Being, — by reafon, 
and by revelation; to you, who rejcd levelation, 
there is but one. Now my reafoa informs mc^ 
that God has ma^e a great difference between the 
kinds of animals, with refpeft to their capacity of 
enjoying happinefs. Every kind is perfe<St in its 
order ; but if we compare different kinds togc? 
ther, one will appear to be greatly fuperior to ano- 
ther. Ap animal, which has but one fenfc, has 
hut one iburce of Jbappmefs •, bux v£ vt be fu^plied 
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with what is fuited to that fenfe, it enjoys all the 
happinefs of which it is capable, and is in its na- 
ture perfefEl. Other forts of animals, which have 
two or three fenfes, and which have alfo abundiint 
means of gratifying them, enjoy twice or thrice 
as much happnefs as thofe do which have but one. 
In the fame fort of animals there is a great difie- 
rence amongd individuals, one having the fenfes 
more peifed, and the bctdy lefs fubjedt to difeafe, 
tlian another. Hence, if I were to form a judg- 
ment of the divine goodnefs by this ufe of my rea- 
fon, I could not but fay that it was partial and 
unequal; *^ What Jhall 'w: fay^ then? Is God ufi' 
juJiP God forbid r* His goodnefs may be un- 
equal, without being imperfedt : it muft be efti- 
mated from the whole, and not from a part. Eve- 
ry order of beings is fo fufficient for its own hap- 
pinefs, and fo conducive at the fame time to the 
happinefs of every other, that in one view it feems 
to be made for itfelf alone, and in another not 
for itfelf but for every other. Could we compre- 
hend the whole immenfe fabric which Grid hath 
formed, 1 anpi perfuaded that we (hould fee no- 
thing but perfeftion, harmony, and beauty, in 
every part of it ; but whilft we difpuie about 
parts, we negleft the whole, and difcern nothing 
but fuppofed anomalies and defeats. The maker 
of a watch, or the builder of a (hip, is not to be 
blamed becaafe a fpe(ftator cannot difcover either 
the beauty or the ufe of disjointed parts. And 
fhall we dare to accufe God of injuftice, for not 
having diftributed the gifts of nature in the fame 
degree to all kinds of animals, when it is proba- 
ble that this very inequality of diiliibution may 
be the means of producing the greateft fum total 
of happinefs to the whole fy fttm \ itv ^^^^^ ^icsft. 
&ne manner may we reaCou coticwuv^'^'^^ '^^'^ 
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of God*s efpecial providence. If we confidcr any- 
one ad, fuch as that of appointing the jews to be 
his peculiai people, as unconncded with eveiy 
other, it may appear to be a partial difplay of his 
goodnefs ; it may excite doubts concerning the 
"wifdom or the benignity of his divine nature.— 
But if we conned the hiftory of the jews with 
that of other nations, from the mod remote an- 
tiquity to the prefent time, v^t Ihall difcover that 
they were not chofen fo much for their own bene- 
fit, or on account of their own merit, as for the 
general benefit of mankind. To the Egyptians, 
, Chaldeans, Grecians, Romans, to all the people 
of the earth, they were formerly> and they are 
flill to all civilized nations, a beacon fet upon an 
hill, to warn them from idolatry, to light them 
to the fanduary of a God holy, juft, and good* 
Why fhould we fufped fuch a difpenfation of be- 
ing a l/eF when even from the little which we can 
underftand of it, we fee that it is founded in wif- 
dom, carried on for the genial good, -and ana- 
logous to all that reafon teaches us concerning the 
nature of God. 

Several things you obfcrve are mentioned in the 
book of Kings, fuch as the drying up of Jero- 
boam's hand, the a/cent of Elijah into heaven* 
the deftrudien of the children who mocked Eli- 
iha, and the refurrcdion of a dead man : — thefe 
circumftances being mentioned in the book of 
Kings, and not mentioned in that of Chronicles, 
is a proof to you that they are lies. 1 efteem it 
a very erroneous mode of reafoning, which, from 
the filence of one author concerning a particular 
circumftance, infers the want of veracity in an- 
other who mentions it*. And this obfervation is 
/^JIJ more cog^ntf whe> app\ied \o ^lV^ooV-wVvJx 
js only a, fupplemehi lo, ox an ^brvdgovwiX. ^^* 
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Other books i and under this defcription the book 
- of Chronicles has been conlldered by all writer*. 
But though you will not belipve the miracle of the 
drying up of Jeroboam's hand, what can you fay 
to the prophecy which was then delivered con- 
cerning the future deftrudtiqn^ of the idolatrous 
altar of Jeroboam ? The prophecy is thus writ- 
ten, I Kings xiii. 2. — ** IBehoidy a child Jhall be born 
.unto the houfe of Davids J^fi^^ h ^^^^9 ^^d upon 
thee (the altar ) Jhall he offer the priejis of the high 
places.^ Here is a clear prophecy ; the namp, fa- 
mily, and office of a particular perfon are defcri- 
bed in the year 975 (according to the Bible chro- 
nology) before chrift. Above 350 years after 
the delivery of the prophecy, you will find, by 
confuhing the fecond book of Kings (chap, xxiii. 
15, 16.) this prophecy fulfilled in all its parts. 

You make a calculation that Genefis was not 
vrritten till 800 years after Mofes, and that it is 
of the fame age, and you may probably think 
of the fame authority, as -fifop's" Fables. You 
give, what you call the evidence of tliis, the air 
of demon (Iration — " // has -but two Jlagss : firjl^ 
the account of the kings of Edom^ mentioned in Genefis ^ 
is taken from Chronicles^ and therefore the. book of Ge^ 
nejis nvas nvriften after the book of Chronicles : fecond" 
fyt the book of Chronicler nuat not begun to be nxjritten 
till after Zedekiahf in nvhofe time Nebuchadnezzar con^ 
quered Jerujalem^ 588 years before Chnjif and more 
than 860 after ^^/.*- Having anfweied this ob- 
jection before, I might be excufed taking any 
more notice of it y but as you. build much in this 

£lace, upon the ftrength of your argument, I will 
lew you its weaknefs, when it is properly ftated. 
A fe*w verps in the book of Genefis could not be 
written by Mofes; /^tfr^r^;7^^tfr/of Genefis could 
he written by Mofes ;— -a cluld YioviXA. '^^\!^i "\^>» 
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therefore. Again, a few verfes in the book ef 
Genefis could pot he written by MoTes, becaufe 
they fpeak of kings of IfracU there having been 
no kings of Ifrael m the time of Mofes ; and there' 
fire they could not be written by SamueU or by 
Solomon f or by any other perfon who lived after 
there were kings in Ifrael, except by the author 
of the book of Chronicles : — this is alfo an illegi- 
timate inference from your pofition. — Again, n 
few verfes in the book of Genefis are, word for 
vbrdy the fame as a few verfes in the book of 
Chronicles; therefore the author of the book of 
Genefis mud have taken them from Chronicles : 
•—another lame conclufion ! Why mightjioi; the 
author of the book of Chronicles have taken them 
from Genefis, as he has taken many other genea* 
logies, fuppofing them to have been inferted hi 
Genefis by Samuel I But, where, you may afk, 
could Samuel, or any other perfon, have found 
the account of the kings of £dom ? Probably, 
in the publicf records of the nation, which were 
certainly as open for infpeflion to Samuel, and 
the other prophets, as they were to the author of 
Chronicles. I hold it needlefs to employ more 
time on the fubjed. 
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LETTER V. 



JtxT length you come to two boolcs, Ezra and 
Nchemiah, which you allow to be genuine books, 
giving an account of the return of the jews from 
the Babylonian captivity, about 536 years before 
Chrift ; but then you fay, " Thofi accounts are no- 
thing to uSf nor to any other perfonsj unlefs it be to the 
je^s^ as a part of the hijhry of their nation ; and 
there isjufl as much of the Word of God in thofe books 9 
as there is in any of the hiflories of France^ or in Ka- 
fin*f Hiftory of England,^* Here let us ftop a mo- ' 
ment, dnd try if from your own conceflions it be 
not poffible to confute your argument. Ezra and 
Nehemiah, you grant, are genuine books—" hut 
they are nothing to us /" The very firft verfe of 
Ezra fay, " the prophecy of Jerenuah 'mas fulfilled i"^* 
Is it nothing to us to know that Jeremiah was a 
true prophet ? De but grant that the Supreme 
Being communicated to any of the fons of men a 
knowledge of future events, fo that their predic- 
tions were plainly verified, and you will find little 
diflSculty in admitting the truth of revealed reli- 
gion. Is it nothing to us to know that, five hun- 
dred and thirty-fix years before Chrift, the books 
of Chronicles, Kings, Judges, Jofhua, Deutero- 
nomy, Numbers, Leviticus, Exodus, Genefis^ 
every book the authority of which you have at- 
tacked, are all referred to by ExTa^crvd^tVvtxcvvaXv^ 
iw aathcntic books, contaimng xik^ \jSJi^o\^ ^'v ^^ 
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Ifiaelitifli nation from Abraham to- that very 
time ? Is it nothing to us to know that the hiftory 
of the jews is true ? — It is every thing to us ; for 
if that hiftory be not true, chriftianity muft be 
falfe. The jews are the root, we are branches 
** graffed in amongft them ;'*^ to them pertain "/^^ 
adoption^ and glory y and ths covenants ^ and the giving 
of thejam}^ and the fervice of Gody and the promilet; 
luhofe are the fathers, and of luhonty as concerning the 
fiefhy Chriji camey 'who is over ally God blejfed far 
ever. ylntenJ** 

The hiftory of the Old Teftament has, without 
«loubt, fome diflficuliies in it ; but a minute philo- 
fopher, whobufies-himfelf in fearching them out, 
whilft he negledls to contemplate the harmony of 
all its parts, the wifdom and goodnefs of God, 
difplayed throughout the whole, appears to me to 
be like a purblind man, who, in Purveying a pifture, 
objc«5ls to the fimplicity of the defign, and thebeau- 
ty of the execution, from the afperkies he has dif- 
covered in the canvafs and the colouring. The hif- 
tory of the OldTeftament, nocwithftanding the real 
difficulties which occur^in it, notwiihftanding the 
fcoflPs and cavals of unbelievers, appears to me to 
^have fuch internal evidences of its truth, to be fo 
corroborated by the moft ancient profane hi (lories, 
fo confirmed by the prefent circumftances of the 
world, that if I were nota chriftian, 1 would be- 
come a jew. You think this hiftory to be a col- 
le<5li6n of lies, contradidions, blafphemies : I look 
upon it lo be the oldeft, the trueft, the moft com- 
prehenfive, and the moft important hiftory in the 
world. I confider it as giving more fatisfadory 
proofs of the being and attributes of God, of the 
origin and end of human kind, than ever were at- 
tuintd by the deepeft refearches of the moft en- 
lightentd philolbphers. Th^ tx^xd^e. oJi ^^xix i^* 
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Ton in the inveftigation of truths refpe^ing the.na- 
:ure of God, and the future expectations of hu- 
man kind, is highly ufeful ; but I hope I (hall be 
pardoned by the metaphyficians in faying, that 
the chief utility of fuch difquililions confifts in 
this — that they bring us acquainted with the 
ureaknefs of our intelle(ftual faculties. I do not 
prefume to meafure other men by my ftandard ; 
you may have clearer notions than I am able to 
form of the infinity of fpace ; of the eternity of 
duration ; of neceffary exiflence : of the connec- 
tion between neceflary exiftence and intelligence, 
between intelligence and benevolence : you may 
fee nothing in the univerfe but organized matter ; 
or, rejedling a material, you may fee nothing but 
an ideal world. With a mind weary of conjec- 
ture, fatigued by doubt. Tick of difputation, eager 
for knowledge, anxious for certainty, and unable 
to attain it by ihe befl ufe of my reafon in matters 
of the utmoft importance, I have long ago turn- 
ed my thoughts to an impartial examination of 
the proofs on which revealed religion is grounded, 
and I am convinced of its truth. This eiamina- 

• 

tion is a fubje(5l within the reach of human capa- 
city ; you have come to one conclulion refpeifling 
it, I have come to another; both of us cannot be 
right-; may God fqrgive him that is in an error ! 
You ridicule, in a note, the (lory of an angel 
appealing to Jofhua. Your mirth you will per- 
ceive to be mifplaced, when you confider the de- 
(ign of this appeal ance; it was to a/Ture Jofhua, 
that the fame God who had appeared to Mofe^, 
ordering him to pull off his fhoes, becaufe he ftood 
on holy ground, had now appeared to himfelf. 
Was ihis no encouragement to a man who was 
about to engage in war wiilimaxv^ xvaivi'^^X Y^-^s^ 
it DO tendency to confirm \us £iv\ix \ ^'a&'^'^^ 
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ItSofi to him to obey, in all things, the cofnmands 
of God, and to give the glory of his conqu^ds to 
the author of them, the God of Abraham, Ifaac, 
and Jacob ? As to your wit about pulling off the 
fhoe, it originates, I think, in your ignorance ; 
you ought to have known, that this rite was an 
indication of reverence for the divine prefence ; 
and that the cuftom of entering barefoot into their ' 
, temples fubfifts, in fome countries, to this day. 

You allow the book of Ezra to be a genuine 
book : but that the author of it may not efcape 
witliout a blow, yoli fay, that in matters of re- 
cord it is not to be depended on ; and as a proof 
of your aflertion, you tell us that the total amount 
of the numbers who returned from Babylon does 
not correfpond with the particulars ; and that eve- 
ry child may have an argument for its infidelity, 
you difplay the particulars, and (hew your own 
(kill in arithmetic, by fumming them up. And 
can you fuppofe that Ezra, a man of great learn- 
ing, knew fo little of fcience, that he could not 
give his readers the fum total of fixty particular 
fums ? You know, undoubtedly, that the He- 
brew letters denoted alio numbers ; and that there 
was fuch a great fimilarity between fome of thefe 
letters, that it was extremely eafy for a tranfcribdr 
of a manufcript to miftake a js for a s> (or 2 for 
20,) a 5 for a a (or 3 for 50,) a 7 for a 1 (or 
5 for 200. ) Now what have we to do with nu- 
merical cpntradidions in the Bible, but to atlri- 
bute them to this obvious fource of error — the 
inattention of the iranfcriber iii\^riting one letter 
for another that was like it ?. 

I fliould extend rhefe letters to a length troublc- 
fomcto the reader, to you, and to myfelf, if I 
a n/wered minutely every oVjeC^ot\"^o>^\\aN^T^?A^^ 
' Jind rediEcd every en or into \v\i\cVi ^o>3t V-aN^l^- 
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en ; it may be fufEcient briefly to notice fome of 
the chief. The charader reprefented Ui Job under 
the name of Satan, is, you lay, " the firji and the 
9nly time this name is mentioned in the Bible, ^^ Now 
I find this name, as denoting an enemy, frequent* 
ly occuiring in the Old Tellament ; thus 2 Sam» 
xii. 22. *' What have I to do 'iuith youy re fans of Ze* 
ruiahf thatyejhould this day be adverfaries unto me /"* 
In the original it is fatans unio me. Again, i 
Kings V. 4. " The Lord my God hath given me reft 
§n evety /ide^ fi that there is neither adverfary^ nor evil 
»€€urre9tt^*^^\n the otiginal, neither faran nor evil. 
I need not mention other places ; tLefe are fuflici- 
ent to fhcw, that the word fatan, denoting an ad- 
▼erfary, docs occur in various places of the Old 
Teftament ; and it is extremely probable to me». 
that the root fatan was introduced into the He* 
brew and other eaftern languages, to denote an- 
adv«rfary, from its having been the proper name 
of the -great enemy of mankind. I know it is an 
opinion of Voltaire, that the word fatan is not. 
older than the Babylonian captivity : this is a niif« 
take, for it is met with in the hundred and ninth. 
pfalm, which all allc^w to have been written by 
David, long before the captivity. Now we are- 
upon thi^ fubjedt, permjlt me to recommend to 
your confideration, the univerfality of the doc- 
trine concerning an evil being, who in the begin- 
ning of time had oppofed himfelf, who Hill- conti- 
nues to oppofe himfelf, to the fupreme iburce of- 
all good. Amongil all nations, in all ages this 
opinion prevailed, that human affaiis were fubje<ft 
to the will of the gods, and legiilated by their 
interpofition. Hence has been derived whatever 
we have read of the wandering ftars of tlie Cha'- 
deans, two of them beneficent, and two malig* 
nant— hence (he Egyptian Typho^ ^lid OJirii"r->SU^ 
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Perfian Arimanius and Oromafdeh — the Grecian cr- 
leflial and bifenml Jove—^t, Brama and the Zupay 
of the Indians, Peruvians, Mexicans— the good 
and evil principle, by whatever names they may 
be called, of all othei barbarous nations— and 
Jjence the ftrudure'of the whole book of Job, in 
whatever light, of hiftory or drama, it be confi- 
dered. Now does it not Appear reafonable to fup- 
pofe, that an opinion fo ancient and fo univerfal has 
arifen from tradition concerning the fall of our 
firft parents; disfigured, indeed, and obfcured, 
as all traditions mud be, by many fabulous addi- 
tions ? 

The jews, you tell us, " never prayed hut 'when 
they 'were in trouble*^* I do not believe this of the 
jews ; but that they prayed more feryently when 
they were in trouble than at other tinges, may be 
true of the jews, and 1 apprehend is true of all 
nations and all individuals.— But " the je^ws never 
prayed for any thing but vi^ry^ vengeance^ and rich' 
r/."— Read Solomon's prayer at the dedication of 
the temple, and blufh for your aflertion, — illiberal 
and uncharitable in the extreme ! 

It appears, you obferve, " to have been the cujiom 
§f the heathens to perfonify both virtue and vicey byjla* 
tues and images y as is done no^a-days both byjiatua^ 
ry and by painting; but it does not follonx) from this that 
they mjorjhipped them any more than ijje doJ* Not 
worfhippcd them ! What think you of the gold- 
en image which Nebuchadnezzar fet up ? Was it 
not wor (hipped by the princes, the rulers, the 
judges, the people, the nations, and the languages 
of the Babylonian empire ? Not worfhipped th'em I 
What think you of the. decree of the Roman fe- 
nate for fetching the ftatue of the mother of the 
^ods from Peilinum ? Was it only that they 
might admire it as a piece o£ vfoxVLiaaitifflxl^ i Not 
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worfliipped them ! ** 14 hat man is there that Jinaw 
eth not hons) that the city of the Ephejiar.s nvas a nvor' 
Jijipper of the great goddefs Diana ^ and of the image 
luhich fell donunfrom Jupiter /"' Not worfliipped 
them !— The worfliip was univerfal. •* Every na* 
tion made gods of their o*wn^ and put them in the houfes 
of the high places^ nuhich the Samaritans bad made-^ 
the men of Babylon made Succotbhenoth^ and the men 
of Cuth made Nergaly and the men of Hamath made 
jifhima^ and the Avites made Nibhaz and Tartakf and 
the Sepharvites burned their children in fire to Adram^ 
7Jsielechy and Anamfnelech^ the gods of Sepharvaim,** 
(2 Kings, chap, xvii.) The heathens are much 
indebted to you for this your curious apology for 
their idolatry ; for a mode of worfliip the moft 
cruel, fenfelefsy impure, abominable, that can 
poflibly difgrace the faculties of the human mind. 
Had this your conceit occurred in ancient times, it 
might have faved Micah^s teraphimsy the golden 
calves of Jeroboam^ and of Aaron and quite fuper- 
feded the neceflity of thefecoiid commandment I ! ! 
Heathen morality has had its advocates before 
you ; the facetious gentleman who pulled off his 
hat ^ the ftatue of Jupiter, that he might have a 
friend when heathen idolatry fliould again be in 
repute, feems to have had fome foundation for his 
improper humour, fome knowledge that certaia 
men efteeming themlelves great philofophers had 
entered into a confpiracy to abolifli chriftianity, 
fome forefight of the cohfequences which will cer- 
tainly attend their fuccefs. 

It is an eiror, yoii fay, to call the Pfalms — the 
Pfalms of David. — This error was observed by 
St. Jcironac, many hundred years before you were 
born" ; his words are — " We knonv that they are if$ 
an error *who attribute all the Pfalms to Davidy*-^ 

You, IfuppofSf will not deny, \ii^\.\>owN\^ H*\^XA 
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feme of them. Songs are cff various forts : wr 
have huntiog fongs, -drinking fongs, Bghving fongs, . 
love ibngSy foolifh, wanton, wicked fortg's : — if 
you will have the " Pfalnis of David to be tiothing • 
but a coUe^ion from different fong-wriiers y^ you muft 
allow that the writers of them were infpired by no 
ordinary fpiric ; that it is a colle6'ion, incapable of 
being degraded by the name you give it ; that ic^ 
greatly excels every oth^r colle<5tion in matter and^ 
in manner. Compare the book of Pfalms with, 
the odes of Horace or Anacreon, witbthe hymn? 
cff Callimachusy the golden veifes of Pythagoras^^ 
the chorufes of the Greek tragedians, (no con- •. 
temptible compofitions any of thefe) and you wilL 
quickly fee how greatly it furpaifes them all, in. 
piety of fentimeiit, in fublimity of exprefEon, in* 
purity of morality, and in rational theology. 

As you efteem the Pfalms of Davjd a fong book,. 
It is confiftent enough in you to efteem the Pro* 
verbs of Solomon a jeft book ; there have not 
come down to us above eight hundred of his jefts %. 

' if we had the whole three tlioufand, which hd 
wrote, our mh-th would be extreme. Let us open: 
the book, and fee what kind of jefts it contains ;. 
take the very firft as a fpecimen — " ThfeAr of the'. 
JLord is the beginning of knowledge ; hut foots defpijei^ 
•mifdom and inftru6iion.'* — Do you perceive any jeft 
in this ? The fear of the Lord ! What Lord-' 
docs Solomon.mean ? He means that Lord who- 
took the pofterity of Abraham to be bis peculiar 
people — who redeemed that people from Egyp* 
tian bondage by a miraculous interpofitionof his 
power — who gave the law to Mofes — who com- 
manded the lirnelites to exterminate the nations, 
of Canaan. Now this Lord you will not fear ^ 
the jell faySf you defpife wifdom and inftrudlion.- 

jLct us try again—" My/on, bsar the tnjlruaiou of 
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thf*falhei\ and 'firfiih not the lanu of thy motktr.^-^ 
if your heart has been ever couched by parental 
fcelines» you will fee no jeft in this. Once more, 
-*-** my fin ^ ifjinnen entice theCf confint tkou not." 
Thefe are the three firft proverbs in Solomon's 
** jeft book \** if you read it through^ it may not 
make yoAi merry ; I. hope it will make you wife ; 
that it will teach you^ at leaft, the beginning of 
wifiiom— the fear of ths^t Lord whom Solomon 
Spared. Solomon, you tell us, was witty ; jetters 
arefometimes witty ; but though aU the wprld, 
from the time gf the queen of Sheba, has lieard 
of the wifdom of Solomon, his wit was ne,vcr 
beard of before. There is a great difference, Mr. 
Locke teaches us, between wit ^nd judgment, 
and there is a greater between wit and wisdom. 
S<^omon * " ^as tv/Jer than Ethan- the Ezahiiff^ and 
Heman^ and Chalcol^ and Darda^ the fins ofMahoiJ* 
Thefe men you may think were jefters ; and fo 
you ipay call the feven wife men of Greece : but 
you will never convince the world that Solomon, 
who was wifer than them all, was nothing but a 
witty jefter. As to the fms and debaucheries of 
Solomon, we have nothing to do with them but 
to avoid them ? and to give full credit to his ex- 
perience, when he preaches to us his admirable 
ierinon on the vanity of evety thing but piety and 
virtue. 

liaiah has a greater (hare of your abufe than 
9ny other writer in the Old Tellamcnt, and the 
reafon of it is obvious — the prophecies of Ifainh 
bav«,received fuch a full and circumdantial com- 
pletion, that, unlefs you can perfuade yourfclf to 
conlider the whole book (a few hiflorical (ketches 
excepted). •* as one continued hotrdjajiical runty full of 
futravagant metaphos^ Without ap^iication^. and dej^i" 

E 
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tiife of meanlngj* you muft of neceffity ^llow its 
divine authority. You compare the t>urden of Ba- 
bylon, the burden of Damafcus, and the other 
denunciations of the prophet agalnft cities and 
kingdoms, to the ftory of " thg knight of the burn' 
hig mountain^ thejiory of Cinderilia^ Iffc.'* I may 
have tead thefe ftories, but I remember nothing 
of the fubjeds of them ; I have read alfo ifaiah's 
burden of Babylon, and 1 have compared it with 
the paft and prefent ftate of Babylon, and the 
comparifon has made fuch an impreffibn on my 
mind, that k will never be effaced from my ihe- 
xtiory. I fhall never ceafe to believe- that the Eter- 
nal alone, by whom things future are more diA 
tindlly known than paft or prefent things are by 
man, that the eternal God alone could have didta-' 
ted to the prophet Ifaisih the fubjed of the burdeii- 
of Babylon! 

The latter part of the forty-fourth, ^nd the be- 
ginning- of the forty-fifth chapter of Ifaiah,. are»' 
in your opinion, fo far from being written by 
Ifaiah, that they could only have been written by 

. fbme perTon who lived at leaft an hundred and fif- 
ty years after Ifaiah was dead :-^thefe chapters, 
you go on, •* are a cGinplhnent to C^rus^ luho per* 
viitted thejenjjs to return to Jerufalemfrom the Babyl^* 
man captivity y above one hundred ana fifty years after 
the death of Ifaiah:^* — and is it for this, fir,- that 
you accufe the church of audacity, and the prlefts 
of igTiorance, in impofing, as you call it, this 
book upon the world as the writing of Ifaiah ? 
What Iball be faid of you, who, either defigned- 
ly or ignorantly, reprefent one of the moft clear 
and important piophecies in the Bible, as an hif. 
torical compliment, written above an hundred and 
fifty years after the death ci' l\\^ prophet ? We 

cohtetid, /ir, that this h a ]^Top\i^c\^ "wx^ \NKi\. -^^x 
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hiftory ; that God called Cyrus by his name ; and 
defcribed the means by which he ihould do it, 
above an hundred" yeaa-s before Cyras was born, 
and when there was no probability of fuch an 
event. Porphyry could no^f ^refill ^the evidence of 
DaniePs prophecies, but by faying, that t;hey. were 
forged after the events prediAed had taken place ; 
Vdtaire could'not refift the evidence of the pre- 
didion of Jefus^ concerning the dellrudlion of Je- 
iiifalem, but by faying, that the account was writ* 
ten after Jerufalem had been deftroyed ; .and you, 
at length, (though, for aught I know, you may 
have had predecefTors in this p;refumptioh) unable 
to refill the evidence of- Ifaiah^s prophecies, con- 
tend that they are bombaflical rant,^ without, ap- 
plication, though the application is circumilantial ; 
and deftiiute or meaning, though the meaning is 
fo obvious that it cannot be. miftaken ; and that 
one of the moil remarkable of them,, is not a pro- 
phecy, but an hiftorical compliment writteiv after 
the event. We will not,, fir^. give up. Daniel and 
St, Matthew to the impudent affertions of Porphy-* 
ry and Yohaire, no^.will we give up. Ifaiah io your 
aflertion. Proof, proof is what we require^ and 
not aifertion ; we will not relinquifh our teligion 
HI obedience to your abufive aflertion refpe^Sing 
the prophets of C'od% That the wonderful abfur- 
dity of thi^ hypothefis may be more obvious to 
you, 1 beg you to confider that Cyrus was a Per- 
fian, had been brought up in the religion of his 
country, and was probably addidled to the magi- 
an fuperftition of two independent Beings, equal 
in ppweif but diflPerent in principle, one the author 
of Itght and of all good, the other the author of 
darknefs and all evil. Now is it probable that a^ 
QSLpiivc jew, meaning to compWiuttiX. 'Ocv^ 'gt^'^XA^ 
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prii^ce tp the world, lliQuld be fo Ihipid as to tell 
the prince that bis religion was a lie ? " / am the 
Lordi and there is none e^e^ J form the^^V^and ere- 
A/^ darkncfsy J make peace and ^eeaUevil^ I tUJUird 
do all tkfje thingt '* 

But if you will perfevcre in belieiiing that the 
prqphecy concemipg Cyrus was written after the 
eveut, peruTe the burdeR of Babylon ; was that 
alfo written aft^r the event? Were the Medes/irv 
(lirred \\\> againft .Babylon ? Was Babylont the 
elory ot the kingdomSt the beauty of the Chal« 
deesy (hen oyer thrown, and beoine as Sodom and 
Gomorrah I W«is it ibcfi uninhabited ? Was it 
then neither , fit for the Arabian's tent -nor the (hep- 
herd's fold ? Did the wild beads of ihe defett tbeu 
lie there ? Did the wild beails of the iflands then 
cry in their defolate houfes, and dragons in their 
pleafant palaces ? Were^ Nebuchadnezzar and Bel- 
fha:ezar, th^ Ton and the grandfon, then cut .piBF } 
Was Babyl6n then becoipe a pofleflion of the bit« 
tenu and pools of water ? - Was ic then fweptwith 
the befom of deftruflion, fo fwept that the world 
Inows jiot now where to find it ? 

I am unwillitxg to attribute baddefigns, delibe« 
rate wickednefs, to you» or to any man ; I cannot 
avoid believing, that you think. you have truth oc 
your fide, and that you are idoiiig fervice to man- 
kind in endeavouring to root out \\ha.t you efteem 
fuperlHtion* What I bjatne you for is this— 'dv»t 
you have attempted. to IcfTen the authority o{ the 
Bible, by ridicule, more thati by leafon ; that you 
have brought forward e\'ery petty obje^ion which 
your ingenuity could difcaver, or your induftry 
pick up, fiom the viiiings of others \ and. with- 
out taking any notice of the aflfwers which h^ye 
hctn repeai^dly given to'xVitfc v\i\<t^v\c«w^^ \ou 
urge and enforce chem asAf t\\t^' vctui xv^vi* *t>^^\^ 
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Iff certainly fomc novelty, at lead in your manner, 
for you go beyond all others in boldnefs of alfcr- 
tion, and in profanencfs of argumentation ; Bo- 
lingbroke and Voltaire muft yield the palm of fcur- 
liiity to Thomas Paine. 

Permit me to ftate to yon, what would, in my 
opinion, have bsen a better mode of proceeding ; 
better fuited to the character of an honeft man, 
ilncere in his endeavours to fearch out truth. 
Sucba man, in reading thi Bible, would, in the 
iiril place, examine whether the Bible attributed 
to the Supreme B.eing any attributes repugnant to 
bolinefs, truth, juiHce, goodnefs ; whether it rc- 
prefented him as fubje<S to human infirmities- : 
whether it excluded him from the governmeiit of 
the world, or afligncd the origin of it to chance, 
and an eternal conflict of atoms. Finding nothing 
of thib kind in the Bible, (for tiie de(liu<ftion of 
the Canaanites by his exprefs command, I hate 
(hewn not to be repugnant to his moral jutlice) he 
would, in the fecond place, confider that the Bi- 
ble being, as to many of its parts, a vety.old book, 
and written by various anchors, and at different 
and dil^ant periods, there might, probably, occnr 
fome difficulties and apparent contiadi^ons in the 
hiftorical part of it; he would endeavmir to vc* 
move thcfe difficulties, to reconcile thel'e apparent 
contradiflions, by the rules of fuch found criti- 
cifm as he would ufe in examining the contents bf 
any other book; and if he found- that moll of 
them were of a trifling nature, aiidngfrcrh ihort 
additions inferted into the text as explanatory and 
fupplemental, or from miUakes and omiilions of 
Ciauicribers, he would infer that all the reli >^ere 
capable of being accounted f4>r, though he was 
not able to do it ; and he would be the more vriU 
hag, to Bidke this c4)nceQioa> (rom Q\dl^\xvBb!^<i "^^ 



( 70 ) 

,there ran through the whole book an harmoiiy and 
connexion, utterly inconfiftent with every idea of - 
forgery and deceit. ' He would then» in the third 
p]ace» obferve, that the miraculous and hiftorical 
parts of this book were fo interroixed, • that they 
could not be feparated ; that they nnu(i either both 
be true, or both falfe ; and from finding that^ the 

, hiflorical part was as well or better authenticated 
than that of any other hi (lory, he would admit the 
j»iraculous part; and to confirm himfelf in this 
belief) he would advert to the prophecies ; well 
knowing that the predi^ion of things to come^ 
was as certain a proof of the divine interpofition, 
as the performance of a miracle could be. If he 

' ihould find, as he certainly would, that many an- 
cient prophecies had been fulfilled in all their cir- 
cumllances, and that fome were fulfilling at this 
Tery day, he would not fuffer a few feeming or 
real difficulties to overbalance the weight of this 
accumulated evidence for the truth of the Bible* 
Such, 1 prefume to think, would be a proper con- 

. du(5t in all thofe who are dcfirous of forming a ra- 
tional and impartial judgment on the fubj^fl of 
revealed religion. . To return. — 

As to your obfervation, that the book of Ifaiah 
is (at leaft in tranflation), that kind of compofi- 
tion and falfe tafte, which is properly called profe 
run mad — 1 have only to remark, that your tafte 
for Hebrew poetry, evenjudging.it from tranfla- 
tion, would be more coiredl if. y< u would fuffer 
yourfelf to be informed on the fubjtd by Bifliop 
I-owth, who tells you in his Pr e/Mow-—*\ \hnl a 
poem tranilated literally from die Hebrew into 
ajiy other language, whilfl the fame forms of the 
fentences remain, will ftill retain, even as far as 

rehites to veriification, much of its native dizni- 

t/, and a /am t appearance gi ^tiiv^cAVvitv," (^0\^- 
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^gory's Tranf.) If this is what you mean by profc 
run mady your obfervation may be admitted. 

You explain at fome length your notion of the 
mifapplication made by St. Matthew, of the pro- 
phecy in Ifaiah-^" Behold^ ti virg'mJJjall conceive and 
hear apjti,^^ That paffage has been handled large- 
ly and minutely by almoft every commentator, 
und is too important to be handled fuperiicially by 
any one : I am not on the prefent occafion con- 
cerned to explain it. It is quoted by you to prove, 
and tt is the only inftance you produce— that Uhi- 
lia was " a lying prophet and an impojhr,^^ Now I 
.maintain, that this very inftance proves, that he 
vras a true prophet, and no importor. The hifto- 
ry of the prophecy, as delivered in the feventh 
chapter, is this — Rezin king of, Syria, and Pekah 
king of Ifrael, made war upon Ahaz king of Ju- 
dah ; not mcirely, or, perhaps, not at all, for the 
fake of plunder or the conqueft of territory, but 
.with a declared purpofe of ruaking an entire revo- 
lution in the government of Judah, of deflroying 
tlic royal houfe of David, and of placing anothtr 
family on the throne. Their purpofe is thus ex- 
preifed — " Let us go up agaiitfl Judah<, atid zyx ir, 
and let us make a breach therein fir us, andfet a kiti^ 
in the viidjlofit, even thefino/Tdbeal*^ — Nowwhac 
did the Lord commiffion Ifaiah to fay to Ahaz ? 
Did he commillion him to fay, the kings lh;ill not 
vex thee ? No. — The kings ftialliiot conquer thee? 
No. — The kin'^s fhall not lucceed agaiuft thee ? 
No : he commiflioncd him to fay, ** // (the pur- 
pofe of the two Y\\\^%) Jljall not Jland<, i:^ither.Jhcdl it 
come to pafs.'*^ I demand— Di.d it Hand, did it 
corne to pafs ? "Was any revolution effected ? 
Was the royal hnule of David dethroned and de- 
ftroyvd ? Was Tai)eal ever made king of Judah ? 
No. The projohcc}' \Ya,s pul'^dV^- •AS.^^5ttv^^\^<lxvvi. 
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You fay, ** Sftead ofthefe two kingi/atUtjg in Am 
attempt agairtft Akaz^ they Jucceeded ; Ahaz^mas^ 
feated and deftroyed?^ — I deny the faft-; Abaz was 
defeated, but not deftroyed ; and even the <* PM 
htndreJ thgufand 'womeii^ and fins^ 4ind daughter^/* 
whom you reprefent as carried into captivit^T^ 
were not carried into captivity ; they were iHadie 
captives, but they were not carried into captivity; 
for the chief men: of SamaTia, being admoniflied 
by a prophet, would not fuffer Pekah to bring thfe 
captives into the land — •* Tb^y rofe up^ and took t^ 
captives^ and ivitb the fpoil clothed all that -were naked 
among them^ and arrayed thcpt^ andjhodthetn^ and gave 
them to eat and to drinks and anointed them^ and carri* 
ed all the feeble of them upon ajfes (fome humanity, 
you fee, amongft thofe Ifraelites, whom you every 
where reprefent as barbarous brutes) and brought 
tbivi io'^tricho^ the city o/pabn-treesy to their brethren/* 
2 £hron. xxviii. 15. The kiifgs did fail in their at- 
tempt ; their attempt was- to deftroy the houfe of 
David, and to make a revolution ; but they made 
no revolution, they -did not deftroy the houfe of 
David, for Ahaz flept with his fathers ; and He- 
zckiah, his ion, of the houfe of David, reigned 
'%ii his Acad. 
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LETTER VI. 



JlV FTER what I conceive to be a great mifre- 

prefemation of the charafter and conduft of Je- 

remiah, yon bring forward an objection which 

SphiosLZ and others btfoie yQV!iVi;3kA tovxc\iVo&&«^ 
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ttpcHly thotigh it is an objedlion which neither af*- 
fc5s the genuinenefS) nor the authenticity, of the 
book of Jeremiah, any more th;in the blunder of 
a bookbind^, in mifplacing the Iheets of your pen- 
formance, would le/Ten its authority. The' ob- 
^edlion is, that the book of Jeremiah has been put . 
together in a difordered (late. It is acknowledg- 
ed, that the order bf time is not every where ob- 
ferved; but the cauie of the confufion is not 
known. Some attribute it to Bamch colledting 
into one volume all the feveral prophecies which 
Jeremiah h-id written, and negle<5tin>j; to put them 
in their proper places ;— others think that the fe- 
veral parts of the work were at fir ft properly ar- 
ranged, but that through accident, or the care- 
lediiefs of tranfcribers, they were deranged :— 
others contend, that -there is no confufion; that 
ptophecy differs from hiftory, in not being fubjed 
to an accurate obfervance of time and order. But 
leaving this matter to be fettled by critical difcui>> 
fion, let us come to a matter of greater import* 
ance — ro your charge againft Jeremiah for his du- 
pUciiy, and for his falfe predi^ion. JTirft, as to 
his duplicity : ' 

Jeremiah, on account of his having boldly pre* 
di^ed the deftrnftion of Jerufalem, had been thruft 
into a miry dungeon by the princes of Judah who 
ibught his life ; Uiere he would have perifhed, had 
not one of the eunuchs taken compaflion on him, 
and petitioned king Zedekiahin his favour, faying, 
•* Thife men (the prhices ) have done evil in all that 
fbey have done to Jeremiah the prophet ; (no fmall tef* 
timony this^ of the probity of the propheVs char after ) 
f^ah^m they have cafi into the dungeon^ and he is like to 
die for hunger.^* On this repiefentation Jeremiah 
was taken out of the dungeon by an order from 
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him, and defired him to conceal nothing from 
him> binding himfelf, by an oath, that, whatever 
might be the nature of his prpphecy, he would 
not put him to death, or deliver him into the hands 
of the princes who fought his life. Jeremiah de- 
livered to him the purpofe of God refpeding the 
.fate of Jerufalem. The conference being ended, 
the king, anxious to perform his oath, to preferve 
the life of the prophet, difmifled him, faying — 
>* Let no man knonu of theft *mords^ and^ th^u JJjdlt 
not die. But if the princes hear that I have talked 
tvith thee^ and they cqine unto theCf and fay utii$ thee^ 
Declare unto ut noiv. ivhat thou hafi faid unto the king^ 
hide it not fro?n ust and nve *wili not put thee to deatBj 
alfo ivhat the king faid unto thee : then thou fhalt fay 
unto them^ I prefented my Jupplication ,hefore the king^ 
' that he luwld not caufe me to return to jfona thanks 
houfe to die there. Then came all the princes unto jfe^ 
remiahy and ajked himi and he told them according to 
.all tj^efe luords that the king had commanded •"-'^T^hus 
you remark, " this man of God^ as he ii called^ could 
tell a licy or very fir ongly prevaricate^ for certainly he 
,did not go tp Zedekiah to make hit fupplication^ neither 
did he 7nake it.^^ It is not faid that he told the 
.princes he ^ent to make his fupplication, but that 
he prefented it: now it is faid in the preceding 
chiipter, that he did make the fupplication, and it 
is probable that in this conference he renewed it ; 
but be that as it may, I contend that Jeremi^ah 
was not guilty of duplicity, or, in more intelligi- 
ble terms, that he did not violate any law of na- 
ture, or of civil fociety, in what he did on this 
occafion. He told the truth, in part, tofave his 
life ; and he was under no obligation to tell the 
. whole to men who were certainly his enemies, and 
no good fubjeds to his king. " In a matter^*' fays 
P-uffcndprff 1* nxihicb I am not o\>\\^^^ to dcc(ar< to 
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amiher^ if I cannot luith fafity^ conceal the ixyh^Uj I 
may fairly difcover no more than a part. ^^ Was Je- 
remiah under any obligation to declare to the prin- 
ces what had pafTed in his conference with the 
king ? You may as well fay, that the houfe of 
lords has a light to compel privy counfellors to 
reveal the king's fecrets. The king cannot juftly 
require a privy counfellor to tell a lie for him ; 
but he may require him not to divulge his counfels 
to thofe who have no right to know them. — Now 
for the faue predi<ftion.— I will give the defcrip- 
tion of it in your own words. 

" In the 34th chapter is a prophecy of Jeremiah 

• \o Zedekiah, in thefe words, ver, 2., * Thus faith 

• the Lord, Behold, I will give this city into the 

• hands of the king of Babylon, and will burn it 

• witli fire ; and thou {halt not efcape out of his 

• hand, but thou (halt furely be taken, and deli- 

• vered into his hand ; and thine eyes (hall behold 

• the eyes of the king of Babylon, and he ihall 
^ fpeak with thee mouth to mouth,' and thou (halt 

• go to. Babylon. Tet hear the ixjord of the Lordy 

• ♦ Zedckiahi king of Judah ; thus faith the Lord^ 

• TJjouJhalt not die by the fwordy but thoujhalt dis in 

• peace; and 'ivitb the burnings of thy fathers , the for^ 

• • mer kings that njjere before theCy fq Jhall they burn 
. • cdjurs for thee^ and ijuill lament thce^ faying^ jih^ 

• I^ordl fir I have pronounced the ivordy faith the 

• Lord.' 

" .Now< in.ftead of Zedekiah beholding the eyes 
of the king of Babylon, and fpeaking^ with him 
mouth \o mouth, and dying in peace, and. with 
the burnin|i(s of odours, as at the funeral of his 
fathers (as Jeremiah had declared the Lord him- 
feif had pronounced.) the reverfcr aiJcording to 
the 52d chapter, was the cafe ; it is there (lated, 
vcrie 10, ♦ That the k\\\j ot ^^^>^V5^ ^^^ "^^ 



( 7« ) 

* fbns of ^edekiafi before his eyes ; then he put 

* out the eyes of 2cdektah, and bound him in 

* chains, and carried him to Babylon, and put 

* Yiim in prifon till the day of his death.' What 
can we fay of thefe prophets, but that they arc 
impoUors and liars ?'' I can fay this^-that the 
prophecy you have produced, was fulfilled in all 
its parts : and what ^hen (hall be faid of thofe 
who call Jeremiah a liar and an impoflor ? Here 
then we are, fairly at iifue — you z&ffa that the 
piophecy was not fulfilled, and I amrm that it 
was fulfilled in all its parts. " Invill^ivs this cityt 
into the hands of the king of Babylony and he Jhall 
hufn it nuith fire ;" fo fays the prophet ; what fays 
the hiftory \ " They^^ the forces of the king of 
Babylon, " burnt the houfe of God^ and brake down 
the nva/ts of Jerufalem^ find burnt all the places thre^f 
^ith firey (2 Chron. xxxvi. 19.) *• Thoujhalt ndt 
efcape out of his handy hut Jhalt furely he taken atid 
delivered into his hand :^^ fo fays the piophet ; what 
fays the hidbry ? " The men of nvar fied by nighty 
and the king ivcnt the nvay tonuards the fdain^ and the 
mrwy of the Qhaldees purjued after the king^ and over- 
took him in the plains of jfericho : and all his army 
*were fcatiered from him; Jo they took the king j arid 
brought him up to the king of Babylon, to Rib* 
JaL*' (2 Kings xxv. y.) The prophet goes on> 

^ •• Thi/ie eye.' Jhall behold the ever of the king of Baby' 
/<?/;, and he J}?ail Jpeak nuith thee mouth to mouth.^\ ^fo 
pleasant circumllanee tliis to Zedekiah, who had 
provoked the king of Babylon by revolting from 
him ! 1 he hillory fays, " The kin^ of Babylbu gave 
judgment upon Zedekiah^" or, as' it is more liteially 
rendered fmm the Hebrew, " fpake jusJ^nienU nuith 

.>him at Riblah.'* The prophet concludes this part 
vrith, J* j4»d thou Jhalt go to Babylon;** the hilloiy 

£i^)[s, '* The king of BahyiQn hound him in cboiiit^ lii 



( 77 ) 

carried him tc Bafyiortt and put Aim in prifon till the 
day 9f his deaths'* Jer. lii. ii. " Tboujhait not die 
by thefword'** He did not die by the fword, he 
did not fall in battle. << But thoujhalt die inpeace.^^- 
He did die in peace, he neither expired on the 
racky or on the fcaffold.; was neither ftraf)gled« 
nor imprifoned ; no unufuaLfate of captive kings! 
he died peaceably in his b^dy though thut bed was 
in a pTifon. " Jlndnuith the burnifigs of thy fathem 
Jball they hum '•donrs for thee** I cannot prove 
from the hi (lory that this part of the prophecy was 
accompliihedy nor can you prove that it "was not. 
The probability is> that it was accompliihed ; and 
I have two reafons t>n whioli I ground this proba- 
bility : DanieU Shadrach> Mefchach, and Abed- 
nego» to fay nothing of other jews, were jmen of 
great authority in the court of the king of Baby- 
lont before and after the commencement of the 
impvifontbent of Zedeklah ; and Daniel continu- 
ed in power till tbe.fubveriion of ^e kingdom of 
Babylon by Cyrus. Now it feeaiis to me to be 
t^ery probable, that DanieU and the other great 
men of the jews, would both have inclination to 
ixqueftf and influence enough with the king of 
Babylon to obtain, permifiion to bi^ry their de- 
ceafed prince Zedekiah, after the manner of his 
&thers. But if there had been no jews at Baby- 
lon of confequence enough to make iuch a requeft, 
ftill it is probable that the king of Babylon would 
have ordered the jews to bury and lament their 
departed prince, atter the manner of their coun- 
tiy. Monarchs, like other men, are confcious of 
the indability of human condition ; and when thie 
pomp of war has ceaiecf, when the infolence of 
conquetl is abated,, and the (ury of refentment 
fubti^c^ ^Vf fcldom f»il 10 rcN^i^ itd^^Ak^ vcv "^ 
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ruins, and grant, vrithout rdudance, proper ob- 
fequies to the remains of captive kings. 

You profefs to have been particular in treating, 
of the books afcribed' to Ifaiah*and Jeremiah. •&-- - 
Particular! in what?* You have particularized- • 
two o^ three paflages, which you have endeavour-* 
ed to reprefent as objectionable, and which I hope^ 
have been ihewn, to the reader's fatlsfadion, to 
be not juftly liable to your cenfure ; and you have 
pa/Ted ovei all the other parts of thefe books with-- 
Gilt notice. Had you been particular in your ex- 
amination, you would have found caufe to admire.- 
the probity and the intrepidity of the chara)£lers> 
of the authors of them ; you would have met with< 
many inftances of fublime cornpofttion*; and 9.. 
what is of more confequence,: with many inftan-' 
ces of prophetical veracity :. particularities of thefe. 
kinds you have wholly overlooked. I cannot ac- 
count for this ; I havs no right, no inclination, to 
call you a difhpneft man ;- am I juilified in confl- 
dering you as a man not altogether deditute of in- 
genuityj but fo entirely unddr the dominion of 
prejudice in every thing refpe6H!ng the Bible, that,', 
like a corrupted judge, previoufly determined tp* 
give fentence on> one fide, you aic negligent ia 
tiie examination: of truth I 

You proceed to the reft of the prophets, and 
you take them colledively, carefully however fe- 
ledling for yourobfervations fux:h particularities as 
are be ft calculated,' to render, if poflible, the pro- 
phets odious or ridiculous in the eyes of .your -rea- 
ders. . Yoii confound prophets with poets and mu- 
ficians : , I would diftinguilh them thus ; many- 
prophets were poets and muficians, but all poets. 
and muficians were not prophets. Prophecies 
were often delivered in poet\c \atv^v^^<t ^Ltvd mea* 
fure ; but flights and metaphois oV \i^^ \c«\V 
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poets have hot, as you afHrixiy been fooliflily erec- 
ted into, what are now called prophecies ; they are 
now called, and have always been called prophe- 
cies, becaufe they were real predidions, fome of 
which have received, fome are now receiving, and 
all will receive, their full accomplifhment. 

That there were falfe prophets^ witches, nccro- 
nfancers, conjurers, fortune-tellers, among the 
jews, no peribn will attempt to deny ; no nation, 
barbarous oi civilized, has been without them : 
but when you would degrade the prophets of die 
Old Teftament, to a level with thefe conjuring* 
dreaming, ftroUing gentry ; when you would re- 
prefent them as Ipending their lives' in fortune- 
telling, cafting nativities, preditSling riches, for- 
tunate or unfortunate marriages, conjuxing for loft 
goods, &c. I mud be allowed to fay, mat you . 
wholly midake their office, and mifreprefent their 
charadler i their office was to convey to the chil- 
dren of Ifrael, the commands^ the promifes and 
the threatnings of almighty God ; and their cha- 
raifler was that of men fuftaining, with fortitude^ 
perfecution in the difcharge of their duty. There 
were fulfe prophets in abundance amongft the 
jews ; and if you oppofe thefe to the true prophets, 
and call them both party prophets, you have the 
liberty of doingfo, but you will not thereby con- 
found the didin^Hon between truth and falfehood. 
Falfe prophets are fpoken x)f with deteftation> in 
many parts of fcripture, particularly by Jeremiah, 
who accufes them of prophefying lies in the name 
of the Lord, faying, " / have dreawed^ I have 
dreamed: — Behold^ I am agairjft the prophet Sy faith the 
Lordy that ufe their toJigues^ and fay^ He faith ; 
that prophefy falfe dreams ^ and caufe my people to err 
by their lies afid by their UghtmfiJ* ~ JerctuvAh c2J3l« 

^oBcd bis countrymen agjavivft. ^\Vycv^ c\s.^\v^^ 
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their prophets, to their diviners, to their dreanw 
ers, to their enchanter^, to their forcerers, ** nMcb 
J/fak unto you f fi*yiftg.9 Tejhalimt firve the kin^ of 
BabyknV You cannot think more contemptiUf 
of diefe gentry, than they were thought df by the 
true prophets at the time^ they lived ; but, as Je« 
nmiah fays on this fubjed, " nuhat is the chaff to 
ibemyheat?^^ what are, the falfe prophets tathe ttue 
ones? Everything good is liable toabuie; but 
who argues againil the ufe of a thing from the 
abufe of it ? ^ainft phyficians, beeaufe there are 
pretenders to phyfic \ Was Ifaiah a fortune- Keller^ 
pi editing riches, when he (aid to king Hezektaht 
'* 'Behoidy the days coney that ail this in thine boufr^ 
emd that nvhich thine father shave laid-mp injioretintil 
this dayy Jhallhe carried to Bahylon: nothing JbaU.be 
iefty faith the Lord. Afid of thy fons thatjhoH ^fue 
fiom thee^ ^ich tbouflmlt h^ty Jhallthey takeanvayf 
and theyfhall he eunuchs in the falaee^of the kingof Ba^ 
by Ion,** Fortune-tellers generally pre^Up good 
luck to their fimple cuftoniers, that "SftJ may 
make fometbing by their trade ; but liaiah pre* 
didls to a monarch defolation of his country, and 
ruin of his family. This prophecy was fpoken in 
the year before Chrifl 713 ; and, above an hundred 
years afterwards, it was accomplilhed ; when Ne- 
buchadnezzar took Jerufalem, and carried out 
thence all the treafures of the houfe of the Lord» 
and the treafuies of the king^'s houfe (2 Kings 
3LX1V. 15.) and when he commanded the xnafter of 
his eunuchs (Dan. i. 3.) that lie (hould take cer- 
tain of tlie children of Ifracl, and of tlie king's 
feed, and of the princes, and educate them for 
three years, till they were able to ftand before the 
king. 
Jchoraniy king of Ifrael, JehoHiaphat, king of 
Juilsh, ajpd thg^king of Edonw ^ovcv^^v^^^x 



'{ »l .) 

*lirmies to make war on the king of Moab, came 
into a place where there was no water either for 
•their men or cattle. In this diftrefs they waited 
4ipon Elifha (an high honour for one of your con- 
jurors) by tlie advice of Jehofliaphat, who knew 
that the word of the Lord was with him. The 
.prophet, On feeing Jehoxam, an idolatrous prince> 
who had revolted from the worlhip of the true 
O'ody c6Tfte to ccJnfult hi'fti, faid to him — ** Qet 
thee to the prophets of thy fat her ^ and the prophets of thy 
ffiother,^* This, you think, fhews Elifha to have 
•been a party prophet, full of venom and vulgari- 
ty — it ihews him to have been a man of great cou- 
rage, who refpeded the dignity of his own cha- 
raAer, the facrednefs of his office as a prophet of 
God, whofe duty it was to reprove the wickednefs 
of kings, as of other men. He ordered them to 
make the valley where they were full of ditches : 
•-*lhis, vou fay, ** every countryman could have told^ 
that tbf^jiy to get nxjater ivas to dig for it:*' — but 
this is IK^ a true reprefentation of the cafe ; the 
flitches were not dug that water might be gotten 
by digeing for it, but that they might hold the 
water wiicn it fiiould miraculoufly come " inithcut 
tsnnd or rain*' from another country ; and it did 
come ^^from the luay of Edom^ and the country ivas 
filled nuith luater," — As to Eliflia's curfing the little 
children who had mocked him, and their deftrnc- 
tion in confequence of his imprecation, the whole 
ftory muft be taken together. The provocation he 
received, is, by fome, confidered as an infult of- 
fered to him, not as a man but as a prophet, and 
that the peifons who offered it were not what we 
nnderftand by little children, but grown-up 
youths 5 the term child being appljed^n the He- 
brew language, to grown-up j>«vS^i^Ct^'^'^^^ 



( 82 ) 

St may, theciufmg was the a6l of ihc piophet; 
had it been a fin, it would not have been followed 
by a miraculous deftrudion of the offenders ; for 
this was the ad of God, who beft knows who de- 
ferve punifhment. What effed fuch a fienal judg- 
ment had on the idolatrous inhabitants of the landf 
is no where faid : but it is probable it was not 
without a good e£Fe<St. 

Ezekiel and Paniel lived during the Babylonian 
captivity ; you allow their writings to be genuine. 
In this you diBFer from fome of the greateft ad- 
' verfaries of chriftianity ; and in my opinion, cut 
up, by this conceffion*, the veiy ro6t of your whole 
performance. It is next to an impoilibility for 
any man, who admits the book of Daniel to be a 
genuine book, and who ex^amines that book with 
intelligence and impaitiality, to refufe his affent to 
the tiuth of chriftianity. As to your faying, that 
the interpretations which commentators andpriefts 
have made of thefe books, only iheW tUfraud, or 
th^ extreme folly, to which credulity md pried- 
craft can go, I confider it as nothing but a proof 
of the extreme folly or fraud to which prejudice 
and infidelity can cairy a minute philofopner. — 
You profefs a fondnefs for fcience ; I will refer yoa 
to a fcientific man, who is neither a commentator 
nor a prieft, — to Fergufon. — In a trail entitled^ — 
*■ The Year of our Saviour's Crucifixion afcer- 
tained ; and the darknefs, at the time of his cru- 
cifixion, proved to be fupernatural." This real 
philofopher interprets the remarkable prophecy in 
the 9th chapter of Daniel, and concludes his dif- 
fcrtation in the following words : " Thus We 
** have an aftronomical deroontlration of the 
'' truth of this ancient prophecy, feeing that 
*' the prophetic year of tiie MtS^^Xv's Vi^va^cut 
'* oir, wsLs the very fame NwVtVv \!ti^ ^A^xoiXtfyKCv^A^^ 
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I have fome where read an account of a folemn 
difputation. which was held at Venice in the lad 
century, between a jew and a chriftian : the chrif- 
-tian ftrongly argued fron^ Daniel's prophecy of 
the feventy weeks, that Jefus was the Meffiah 
whom the jews had long expeded, from the pre- 
di(5tions of their prophets: the learned Rabbi, 
who prefided at this difputation, was fo forcibly 
ft ruck by the argument, that he put an en4 to the 
bufmefs, by faying, <* Let us (hut up our Bibles ; 
•* for if we proceed in the examination of this pro- 
" phecy, it will make us all become chriftians.'* 
^ Was it a fimilar apprehenfion which deterred you 
from fo much as opening the book of Daniel? 
You have not produced from it one exceptionable 
■ paifage. 1 hope 'you will read that book with at- 
.tention, with intelligence, and with an unbiaffed 
mind follow the advice of our Saviour when he 
quoted this very prophecy, ** Let him that readeth 
underfimi4i^ and I (hall not defpair of your con- 
verfion from deifm to chriftianity. 

In order to difcredit the authority of the books 
which you allow to be genuine, you form a ft range 
and prodigious hypothecs concerning Ezekiel and 
Daniel, for which there is no manner of founda- 
tion either in hiftory or probability. You fuppofc 
thefe two men to have had no dreams, no vifions, 
no revelation, from God Almighty ; but to have 
pretended to thefe things ; and, under that dif- 
guife, to have carried on an enigmatical corref- 
pondence relative to the recovery of their country 
from the Babylonian yoke. That any man in 
his fenfes (hould frame or adopt fuch an hypothe- 
cs, IhoulJ have fo little regard to his own reputa- 
tion as an impartial inquirer after truth, fo little 
lrcipe(5i ioT the underftandmgoi \\v^x^^^^'t'^> •^'j^x^ 

¥ 1 
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obtrude it on the world, would have appeared an 
incredible circuraftance, had not you niade.it a 
faft. 

You quote a chapter in Ezekiel ; in the 29th 
chapter, ver. 11, fpeaking of Egypt, it is faid, 
** No foot of ffmnjhall pafs through it 9 mor f*ot ofheafl 
Jhall pafs through ity neither' Jhall it he inhabited firty 
years:** this, you fay, " never came to pafs, and 
** confeqtiently it is falfe, as all the books I have 
** already reviewed are.*' Now that this did come 
to pafs, we have, as biihop Newton obferves, " the 
" teflimonies of Megaflhenes and Berofus, two 
** heathen hi(k>rians, who lived about 300 yeats 
** before Chrift ; one of whom affirms, exprefsly* 
** that Nebuchadnezzar, conquered the greater 
** part of Africa ; and the other affirms it, in ef- 
** feft, in faying, that when Nebuchadnezzar 
** heard of the death of his father, having fettled 
•* his affairs in Egypt, and committed the cap- 
•* tives whom he took in Egypt to the care of 
** fome of his friends to bring them after him, he 



been pofleffed of no teftimony in fuppont of the 
prophecy, it would have been a hafty conclufion, 
that the prophecy never came to pafs ; the hiftory 
of Egypt, at fo remote a period, being no wher€ 
accurately and circumftantially related. T admit 
that no period can be pointed out from the age of 
Ezekiel t6 the prefent, in which there was no foot 
of man or bead to be feen for forty years in all 
Egypt ; but fome think that only a part of Egypt 
is here fpoken of ; and furely you do not expedt a 
literal accomplifhment of an hyperbolical expref- 
lion, denoting great defolation 5 importing tliat 
the trsidc of Egypt, which was carried on then, 
as at prefent, by cara'vaTvs, b'^ >[)![ve. ^oc»\.cA xcvx^ 
iinJ beaft, fhould be axvn\\\\\^.x.ed. lA^^^Q>i.V2ii^^'ct 
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the trouble to have looked a little farther into the 
book from which you have made your quotiaiion, 
you would have there feen a piophecy delivered 
above two thoufand years ago> and which has. 
been fulfilling from that time to this ; •' -^^'fi^ 
Jtoall h€ the bafeft of the kingdom ty neither JhMlit exalt 
Hfelf any tnore above the nation.' ; there Jhall he no 
tnore a prince of the land of Egypt, ^* This you may 
call a dream, a vifion^ a lie : I edeem it a won- 
derful prophecy; for "^/ // the prophecy ^ fi hat 
been the event. Egypt nvas conquered by the Babylo' 
nians ; arid after the Baby Ionian f by the Perjlans ; and 
after the Perjians it became fubje^i to the Macedonians ; 
and after the Macedonians to the Romans ; and after 
the Romans to the Saracens ; and then to the Mama" 
lues ; and is now a province of the Turktjh empire J* 
. Suffer me to produce to you from this author, 
not an enigmatical letter to Daniel refpedling the 
recovery ot Jerufalem from the hands of the king 
of Babylon, but an enigmatical prophecy con« 
cerning Zedekiah the king of Jerufalem, before 
it was tiiken by the Chaldeans ; ** / will bring him^ 
(Zedekiah) to Babylon^ to the land of the Chaldeans ^ 
yet Jhall he not fetit^ though he foall die there.^^—* 
How ! not fee Babylon, when he Ihould die there ! 
How, moreover, is this confident, you may afk, 
with what Jeremiah had foretold, that Zedekiah 
Jhouldfee the eyes of the king of Babylon ? This dark- 
nels of expreiBon, and apparent contradiction be- 
tween the two prophets, induced Zedekiah (as Jo« 
fephus informs us) to give no credit to either of 
them ; yet he unhappily experienced, and the {'\di 
is worthy your obfervation, the truth of them 
both. He faw the eyes of the king of Babylon, 
not at Babylon, but at Riblah ; his eyes were ther« 
put out, and he was carried to Babylon, yet he 
law it not ; and thus were vl\^ ^T^\i\vh\ViX\5» 'Jii \i^5k^^. 
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the prophets verified, and the enigma of Ezekiel 
explained. 

As to your wonderful difcovery that the pro- 
phecy of Jonah is a book 'of foihe Gentile, *< and 
•* that it has been written as a fable, to expofe- 
•* the norifenfe, arid to fatirize the vicious and ma- 
«* lignant character of a Bible »prophet, or a pre- 
«* dicing prieft,'* I (hall put it, covered with hel' 
leborcy for the fervice of its kuthor, on the fame 
fhelf with your hypothefis concerning the confpi- 
racy of Daniel and Ezekiel, and (hall not fay an« 
other word about it. 

You conclude your objeftions to the Old^Tefta- 
ment in a triumphant (lyle ; an fingry opponent 
would fay, in a llyle of extreme arrogance, and 
fottifh felf-fufficiency. " I have gone,** you fay, 
•* through the Bible (miftaking here, as in other 
•• places, the Old Teftament for. the Bible) as ti 
•* man would go through a wood, with an axe on 
•• his fhoulders, and fell trees ; here they lie ; and 
•* thepriefts, if they can, may replant them. They 
•* may, perhaps, ftick them in- the ground, but 
•• they will never grow." And is it poffible that 
you fhould think fo highly' of your performance, 
as to believe, that you have thereby demolifbed 
the authority of a book, which Newton himfelf 
f fteemed the moft authentic of all hiftories ;— • 
which, by its celeflial light, illumines the darkeft 
ages of antiquity ; which is the touchftone where- 
by we are enabled to diftinguifh between true and 
fabulous theology, between the God of Ifrael, 
holy, juft, and good, and the impure rabble ot 
heathen Baalim ; which has been thought, by 
competent judges, to have aflForded matter for 
the laws of Solon, and a foundation for the-phi- 
lofpphy of Plato ; which has been illuflrated by 
the hibom of learnings ma\l a^c^ 2ccid ^^xxatxies ; 
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and been admired and venerated for its piety, its 
fublimicy, its veracity, by all who were able to 
read and underftand it ? No, fir ; you have gone 
indej^d through the wood, with the bed intention 
in the world to cut it down ; but you have merely 
bufied yourfelf in expofing to vulgar contempt a 
few unfightly (hrubs, which good men had con- 
cealed n-om public view ; you have entangled 
yourfelf in thickets of thorns and briars ; you have 
loft your way on the mountains of Lebanon ; the 
goodly cedar trees whereof, lamenting the mad- 
nefs, and pitying the blindnefs of your rage a- 
gainft them, have fcorned the blunt edge and the 
bafe temper of your axe, and laughed unhurt at 
the feeblenefs of your ftroke. 

In plain language, you have gone thrqjigh the 
Qld Teftament hunting after difficulties, and you 
have found fome real ones ; thefe you have endea- 
voured to magnify into infurmountable objections 
to the authority of the .whole book. When it is 
confidercd that the Old Teftament is compofed 
of feveral books, written by different authors, and 
ait difierent periods, from Mofes to Malachi, coni- 
priftng ah abftra<5ted hiftory of a particular nation 
for above a thoufand years, I think the real difH- 
>cuUies which occur, in it are much fewer, and of 
much lefs importance, than could reafonably have 
been expeded. Apparent difficulties you have re- 
prefented as real ones, without hinting at the man- 
ner in which they have been explained. You have 
ridiculed things held moft facred, and calumnia- 
ted charaders efteemed moft venerable ; you have 
excited the feoffs of the profane ; increafed the 
fcepticifm of the doubtful ; fhaken the faiih of 
the unlearned ; fuggefted cavils to the " dlfputers 
$f this 'world;** and perplexed the minds of honeft 
men who wifh to worfhip the God of their fathers 
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in fincerity and truth. This and more you hare 
don^ in going through the Old Teftament ; but 
you have not fo much as glanced at the great de* 
lign of the whole, at the harmony and mutual 
dependence of the fevcral parts. You have faid 
nothing of the wifdom of God in feleAing a par- 
ticular people from the reft of mankind, not for 
their own fakes, but that they might witnefs to 
the whole world, in fucceflive ages, his exiftence 
and attributes ; that they might be an inftrument 
of fubvertinff idolatry ; of declaring the name of 
the God of Ifrael throughout the whole earth. 
It was through this nation that the Egyptians faw 
the wonders of God ; that the Canaanites (whom 
wickednefs had made a reproach to human nature) 
felt his judgments ; that the Ba^bylonians iiTued 
their decrees — " That nonejhould dare to fpeak amifi 
§/ the God of Ifrasl .* that all Jhould fear and tremble 
Kforehlm ;" — and it is through ihem that you and 
1, and all the world, are not at this day worfhip- 
pers of idols. You haVe faid nothing of the good- 
ncfs of God, in promifing, that through the feed* 
of Abraham, all the nations of the earth were to 
be bleffed ; that the defire of all nations, the blefs- 
ing of Abraham to the Geniiles fhould come. You 
have pafTed by all the prophecies refpedling the 
coming of the Meffiah ; though they abfolutely 
fixed the time of his coming, and of his being 
cut oflFj defcribed his oflfice, chara(51er, condition, 
fufPerings, and death, in fo circumftantial a man- 
ner, that we cannot but be aftoniihed at the accu- 
racy of their completion in the perfon of Jefus 
of Nazareth. You have negle^led noticing the 
teftimony of the whole jewifh nation to the truth 
both of the natural and miraculous fadls recorded 
in the Old Teftament. That we may better judge 
of the weight of this tt&imoTi^, \tv. nx-j* l^-^Qfe 
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that Ood (faould now maiiifed himself to us, as 
wc contend he did to the Ifraelites in Egypt, in 
the defert, and in the land of Canaan ; and that 
he ftionW continue thefe manifeftations of himfelf' 
to our pofterity for a thoufand years or more, pu- 
'nifhing or rewarding them according as they difo- 
beyed or obeyed his commands ; what would you 
cxpeft (hould be the iflue ? You would expecft that 
our pofterity would, in the remoteft period of time, 
adhere, to their God, and maintain againft all op« 
ponents, the triith of the books in which the dif. 
penfations of God to us and to our fucceflbrs, had 
been recorded. They would not yield to the ob- 
jedions of men, who, not having experienced the 
fame divine government, {hould, for want of fuch 
experience, refufe aifent to their teftimony. No ; 
they would be to then furrounding nations, what 
the jews ate to us, witnefles of the exiftence and 
of the moral government of God. 



LETTER yiL 






«* JL H E New Teftament, they tell us, is founded 
•* upon the prophecies of the Old ; if fo, it muft 
** follow the fate of its foundation." — Thus you 
open your attack upon the New Teftament ; and 
I agree with you, tl^at the New Teftament muft 
follow the fate of the Old ; and that fate is to rer 
main unimpaired by fuch efforts as you have made 
againft it. The New Teftament, however, is- not 
founded-iblely. on the prophecies of the Old. . If 
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an heathen from Athens or Rome, who had ne* 
ver heard of the prophecies of the Old Teftament,- 
had been an eye- witnefs of the miracles of Jefus, 
he would have made the .fame conclufion that the 
je\v Nicodemusdid — " Rabbi, we know that thou 
art a teacher come from God ; for no man can do 
thefe miracles that thou doeR, except God be with 
him." Our Saviour tells the jews, — Had ye helicv* 
ed Mojesyye njjould havebelieved me ; fir he 'wrote of me :** 
and he bids them fearch the fciiptures, for they^ 
teiiified of him : but^ notwithftanding this appeal 
to the* prophecies of the Old Teilament, Jefus faid 
to the jews, ** Though ye believe not me^ believe the 
'works" — *• keHeve me fir the very *ujorks* fake" — -if I 
had not done among them the njjorks nuhich none other 
fnan did^ they had not had fm" Thefe are fufBcient 
proofs that the truth of Chrift's miflion was not 
even to the Jews, much lefs to the Gentiles, found- 
ed folely on the truth of the prophecies of the Old 
Teftament. So that if you could prove fome of 
thefe prophecies to have been mifapplied, and not 
completed in the perfon of Jefus, the truth of the 
chriftian religion would not (hereby be overturned. 
That Jefus of Nazareth was the perfon, in whom 
all the prophecies, dired and typical, in the Old 
Teftament, refpefting the Mifljah, were fulfilled, 
is a proportion founded on thofe prophecies, and 
to be proved by comparing with the hiftory of his 
life. That Jefus was a prophet fent from God, is 
one propodtion — that Jefus was the prophet, the 
MeiSah, is another ; and though hc^ cercainly was 
both a prophet and the prophet, yet the founda- 
tions of the proof of thefe propofitions are fepa- 
rate and diftindt. 

The mere exiftcnce *« of fuch a woman as Mary, 

•* and of fuch a man as Jofeph, and Jefus," is, 

yoa &Y, a matter of iud\ff«tx«.t> about which 
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there IS no ground either to believe or to diftelicvc. 
Belief is diflFetent trom knowledge, with which 
you here feem to confound it. We know that the 
whole is greater than its part ; and we know that 
all the angles in the fame fegment of a circle are 
equal to each other ; we have intuition and de- 
monftration as grounds of this knowledge ; but 
there is no ground for belief of pad or future ex- 
iftence ? Is there no ground for believing that the 
fun will exifl to-morrow, and that your father ex- 
ifted before you ? You condefcend, however, to 
think it probable, that there were fuch perfons as 
Mary, Jofeph, and Jefus ; and, without tioubling 
yourfelf about their exiftence 6r non-exiftence, 
aiTuming, as it were, for the fake of argument, 
but without pofitively granting, their exiftence, 
you proceed to inform us, ** that it is the fable of 
•* Jefus Chrift, as told in the New Teftament, and 
" the wild and vifionary dodtrine raifed thereon,'* 
againft which you contend. Yobl will not repute 
it a fable, that there was fuch a man as Jefus 
Chrift ; that he lived in Judea near eighteen hun- 
dred years ago ; that he went about doing goody 
and preaching, not only in the villages of Galilee, 
but in the city of Jerufalem ; that he had feveral 
followers who conftantly attended him ; that he 
was put to -death by Pontius Pilate ; that his difci- 
pies were numerous a few years after his death, 
■ not only in Judea, but in Rome the capital of the 
world, and in every province of the Roman erti- 
pire ; that a particular day has been obferved in 
a religious manner by all his followers, in com- 
memoration of a real or fuppofed refurre^on ; 
and that the cohftant celebration of baptifm, and 
of the Lord's fupper, may be traced back from 
the prefent time to him, as the author of thofe in- 
flituiions* Thefc things coxi&\\.\x\.^.> \fe.^^^^^> ^e>a 
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part of your fable ; and if thefe things be fadls, 
cbey willy when maturely confidered, draw after, 
them £o zpany other things related in the New 
Teftament concerning Jefus, that there will be. left 
for your faMe but veiy fcanty materials^ which 
will require gteat fertility of invention before you 
will drefs them up into any form which will not 
diiguft even a fupcificial obferver. 

The miraculous conception you efteem a fable,, 
and in your mind it is an obfcene fable. Impuie 
indeed mu(l that man's imagination be» who czin 
difcover any obfcenity in tne angePs declaratioa^ 
to Mary : " The Holy Ghojl Jhall come upon thee^ 
and the po^er of the Higheji Jhall overjhadonu thee : 
therefore that Holy thing <M)hich JJjall he horn of thee 
Jhall he called the Son of God** I wonder you do- 
not find obfcenity in Genefis, where it is laid,— 
** The Spirit of God moved upon the face of the iva-^ 
ters^* and brought order out of confufion, a. 
world out of a chaos, by his foftering influence. 
As to the chriilian faith being built upon the hea- 
then mythology, theie is no ground whatever for 
the aflertion ; there would have been fome for 
faying, that much of the heathen mythology was 
built upon the events recorded in the Old Tefta- 
inent. 

You' come now to a demonftration, or, which 
amounts to the fame thing, to a propofition which 
cannot, you iay, be contioverted : — firft, " Tha^ 
ihe agreement of all the parts of a ftory does not 
prove that ftory to be true, becaufe the parts may 
agree and the whole may be falfe : — fecondly. 
That Xht difagreement of the parts of a ftory proves 
that the nuhoTe cannot he true. The agreement does 
not prove truth, but the difagreement proves falfc- 
hood pofitively." Great ufe, I perceive, is to be 
Biddc of this jyropofiuoxu You ^\U ^^rdou my 

» 
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tmncnRilnefs in dialectics,- if I prefume to contro- 
■ven the truth of this abftra<5t propofitioti, as ap- 
plied to any purpofe irf life. The agreement of 
the pans of a (lory implies that the ftory has beeti 
told by, at at leaft, two perfons (the life of Doc- , 
tor Johnfon, fbr inftance, by Sir John Hawkins 
and Mr. Boiwel.) Now I think it fcarcely polli- 
ble for even two perfons> and the difficulty is in- 
creafed if there are more than two, to write the 
hiftory of the life of any one of their acquaintance, 
without there being a confiderable difference be- 
tween them, with refpe«5l to the nutnber and or- 
der of the incidents of his life. Some things will 
be omitted by one, and mentioned by the other ; 
{bme things will be briefly touched by one, and 
the fame things will be circumftantially detailed 
]>y the other ; the fame things which are mention- 
ed in the fame way by them both, may not be 
mention'ed as having happened exa«5tly at the fame 
point of time, with other poflible and probable 
differences. But thefe real or apparent diffictilties, 
in minute circumftances, will not invalidate their 
teftimony as to the material tranfaiflions of his 
life, much lefs will they render the whole of it a 
fable. If feveral independent witncfles, of fair 
chara^er, fhould agree in all the parts of a ftory, 
(in teftifying, for inftance, that a murder oi a 
robbery was committed at a particular time, in a 
particular place, and by a certain individual) 
every court of juftice in the world would admit 
the fa(fl, notwithftanding the abftra<5l poflibility of 
the whole being falfe : — again, if feveral honeft 
men fhould agree in faying, that they faw the 
king of France beheaded, though they fhould dif- 
acree as to the iigure of the guillotine, or the fize 
of his executioner, as to \\yc VXw^ ^ Va.^^^^^^'^'^ 
bound or loofe, as to V\\s bcvtv^ totcv^^^i^^ ^"s- "^"^^ 
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tatcd in afccndmg the fcaffold, yet every court of 
judice in the world would think, that fuch difiPer- 
ence« refpcfting the circumftances of the fad, did 
not invalidate the evidence refpeding the fad it- 
felf. When you.fpeak of the whole of a ftoiy, 
you cannot mean every particular circumftance 
connected with the (lory, but not eflential to it ; 
you mnfl mean the pith and marrow of the ftory ; 
for it would be impoffible to eftabli(h the truth .of 
any fadt, (of admirals Byng qt Keppel, for ex- 
ample, having negledted or not neglected their 
duty) if a difagreement in the evidence of wit- 
n^fTes, in minute points, (hould be conlidered as 
annihilating the weight of their evidence in points 
of importance. In a word, the relation of a fad 
differs efTentially from the demon (Ira tion of a the* 
orem. If one ftep is left out, one link in the 
chain of ideas conftituting a demondration is 
omitted, the conclufion will be deftroyed ; but a 
fadt may be e(labli(hed, notwithftanding a difa«- 
greement of the witne(res in certain trifling parti- 
culars of their evidence refpeding it. 

You apply your inconttovertible proportion to 
the genealogies of Chrid given by Matthe\^ and 
Luke — there is a difagreement between them ; 
therefore you fay, " If Matthew fpeak tiuth* 
Luke fp^aks falfehood ; and if Luke fpeak truth, 
Matthew (peaks falfehood ; and thence there is no 
authority for believing either ; and if they cannot 
be believed even in the very firft thing they fay and 
fet Out to prove, they are not entitled to be believ- 
ed in any thing they fay afterwards," I cannot 
admit either your premifes or your conclufion— 
not your conclufion ; becaufe two authors, who 
differ in tracing back the pedigree of an individu- 
al for above a thoufand 'yeai^, c^xvw^x.^ or^ xKat ac- 
count, be cfteeined iucoiaiptx^xvt\.o>ae.'ax\ft^\ic»aw\ 
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to the tranfa^ions of his life, unlefs an ititentioa 
to falfify could be proved againd them. , If two 
. Wel(h hiftorians fhould at this time Write the life 
of any remarkable man of their country, who 
had been dead twenty or thirty years, and (hould» 
through different branches of their genealogical 
tree, carry up the pedigree to CadiiHtUon^ would 
they, on account of that difference, be difcredited 
in every thing they faid ? Might it not be believed 
that they gave the pedigree as they had found it 
recorded in different inftruments, but withoMt the 
leaft intention to write a falfehood ? — I cannot ad- 
mit your premifes ; becaufe Matthew fpeaks truth, 
and Luke fpeaks truth, though they do not fpeak 
the fame truth ; Matthew giving the genealogy 
of Jofeph, the reputed father of Jefus, and Luke 

Jiving the genealogy of Mary, the real mother of 
efus. If you will not admit this, ether explana- 
. tions of the difficulty might be given ; but I hold 
it fufficient to fay, that the authors had no defign 
to deceive the reader, that they took their accounts 
from the public regifters, which were carefully 
k^t, and that had they been fabricators of thefe 
genealogies, they would have been expofed at the 
time to inds^nt detcdtion ; and the certainty of that 
detection would have prevented them from mak- 
ing the attempt to impofe a falfe genealogy on the 
jcwifh nation. 

Bat thai you may effedlually overthrow the cre- 
dit of thefe genealogies, you make the following 
calculation : — *• From the birth of David to the 
** birlh of Chrift is upwards of io8c years ; and 
•• as there were but 27 full generations, to find 
** the average age of each perfon mentioned in St. 
" Matthew's lift at the time his firlt fon was born, 
•* it is only neceifary to divide 1080 b^ i'\^ v:Kvs.K 
" gives 4.0 years for each pcitotv% K.'s»"Cc«.\\W\xs»s. 
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*«* of man was dienijut of the fame extent it Is 
'" now, it is an abfurditv to fufypofe, that 27 ge- 
■** neration> iliould all be old bachelor s, before 
'** they married. Sp far from this genealogy be- 
** ing a folemn truth, it is not even a rcafbnable 
*< lie." This argtmient affumcs the appearance 
of arithmetical accuracy, and the conclufion is in 
a ftyle which even its truth would not excufe : 
yet the argument is good for nothing, and the 
conclufion is not true. You have read the Bible 
with fome attention ; and you are extremely libfe- " 
ral in imputing to it lies and'abfurdities ; read 4t 
over again, cfpccially the books of the Chroniclers, 
and you will there find, that, in the genealogical 
lift of St. Matthew, three generations are omittefd 
between Joram and Ozias ; JorsTm was the fath er 
of Azariah, Azariah of Joafti, Joafh of Amazi- 
ah, and Amaziah of Ozias. I inquire not, in 
this place, whence this omiflion proceeded ; whc- 
■ thcr it is to be attributed to an error in the genea- 
logical tables from whence Matthew took his ac- 
count, or to a corruption of the text of the evan- 
gelift ; ftill it h an* omiflion. Now if you wiH 
add thefe three generations to the 27 you mention, 
and divide 1080 by 30, you will find the average 
age when thefe jews had each of them their firft 
fon bom was 36. They married fooner than they 
ought to have done, according to Airiftode, who 
fixes thirty-feven as the moft proper age, when a 
man (hould marry. Nor was it neceflary that 
they,ftiould have been old bachelors, though each 
of them had not a fon to fucceed him till he was 
thirty-fix ; they might have been married at twen- 
ty, without having a fon till they were forty. Y6u 
a/Tume in your argument that the firft bom fon 
fucceeded the father m the Y\W — ^Oa\^ \% tv«\. wm^* 
Solomon fucceeded David •, ^ctTi W\^\«A^\>.\^ 
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fix foni, who were grown to manhood before So- 
lomon was bom ; and Rehoboam had at lea(l three 
fons before he had Abia ( Abijah) who fucceeded. 
him. It isuneedlefs to cite more inflances to this 
purpofe ; but from thefe, and other circum (lan- 
ces which might be infifted upon, I can fee no 
ground for believing, that the genealogy of Jefus 
Chrift, mentioned bj St. Matthew, is not a fo- 
lemn truth. 

You infift much upon fome things being men- 
tioned by one evangelift, which are not tnentioned 
by all 6r by any of the others ; and you take this 
to be a reafon why we (hould confider the gofpels, 
not as th^ works of Matthew, Mark* Luke, and 
John, but as the produdlions of fome uTtonne^fed 
individuals, each of whom made his own legend. 
I do not admit the truih of tWs fupf)ofition ; but 
I may be allowed to ufe it as an argument againft 
yourfelf — it removes every poffible fufpicipn of* 
fraud and impofture, and confirms the gofpel his- 
tory in the ftrongeft manner. Four unconne6led in- 
dividuals have each written memoirs of the life of 
Jefus ; from whatever fource they derived their 
materials, it is evident that they agree in a great 
many particulars of the laft importance ; fuch as 
♦' the purity of his manners ; the fandity of his doc- 
trines ; the multitude and publicity of his yiira- 
cles ; the perfecuting fpirit of his enemies ; -the 
manner of his death ; and the certainty of his re- 
furredlion ; and whilft they agree in thefe great 
points, their difagreement in points of little con- 
fequence, is rather a confirmation of the truth, 
than an indication of the falfehood, of their fcve- 
ral accounts. — Had they agreed in nothing, their 
teftimony ought to have been reje(5ted as a legen- 
dary tale ; had they ap;reed \u ^^^x^ ^3wc^^|^^ ^^. 
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might have been fafpe>5led that, inftead of uncon* 
neded individuals, they were a fet of impoftors. 
The maimer in which the evangelifts have record- 
ed the particulais of the life of Jefus, is wholl/ 
conformable to what we experience in other bio- 
graphers, and claims our highefl afTent to its 
. truth ; notwithftanding the force of your incon- 
trovertible proportion. 

As an inftancc of con tradition between the 
cvangelilts, you tell us, that Matthew fays, the 
angel announcing the immaculate (conception ap- 
peared unto Jofeph ; but Luke fays, he appeared 
unto Mary. — The angel, fir, appeared to them 
both ; to Mary, when he informed her that (he 
ihould, by the power of God, conceive a ion ; to. 
Jofeph, fome months afterwards, when Mary's 
pregnancy was vifible ; in the interim (he had paid 
a vlfit of three months to her coufm Elizabeth. It 
might have been expeded, that, from the accura- 
cy with which you have rea4 your Bible, you 
could not have confounded thefe obviouflv-diftinft 
appearances ; but men, even of candour, are li- 
able to mi (lakes. Who, you afk, would now be-, 
lieve a girl, who (hould fay (he was gotten with- 
child by a ghoft ? — Who, but yourfelf, would 
ever have afked a queftion fo abominably indecent 
and profam! ? I cannot argue with you on this 
fubjed. You will never perfuade the world, that 
the Holy Spirit of God has any refemblance to 
the (lage ghofts in Hamlet or Macbeth, from 
which you feem to have derived your idea of it. 

The ftory of the maffacre of the young children 

by the order of Herod, is mentioned only by Mat- 

t)iew ; and therefore you think it is a lie. We 

mud give up all hiilory if we refufe to admit fads 

recorded by only one hitlotVaTX. M.'aitthew addiefs-- 

cd his gofpcl to the jews, aiidpu\.\^tia\xwm\\A^'l 
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a cirpumftance, of which they mud have had a 
melancholy remembrance ; but Gentile converts 
were lefs interefted in ihzt event. The evangelifts 
were not writing the life of Herod, but of Jefus ; 
it is no wonder that they omitted, above half a 
century after the death of Herod, an inllance of 
his cruelty, which was not eifentially cbnhedled 
with their fubjeift. The maflacre*, however, was 
probably known even at Rome ; and it was cer- 
tainly correfpondent to the chaiaifter of Herod. 
John, you fay, at the time of the maflacre, " was 
•* under two years of age, and yet he efcaped ; 
*• fo that the ftory circumftantially belies iifelf 
—John was fix months older than Jefus ; and you 
cannot prove that he was not beyond the age to 
■which the order of Herod extended ; it probably 
reached no farther than to thofe who had comple- 
ted their £rft year; without including thofe who 
had entered upon their fecond : but without infift- 
ing upon this, dill I contend that you caAnot 
prove John to have befen under two years of age 
at the time of the maifacre ; and I could give ma^ 
ny probable reafons to the contrary. Nor is it 
certain that John was, at that time, in that .part 
of the country to which the edid of Herod extend- 
ed. But there would be no end of anfwering, dt 
length, all your little objections. 

No two of the evangelifts, you obferve, ** agree 
*• in reciting, exutlly In the fame 'wordr^ the written 
•* inlcription which was put over Chrift when he 
** was crucified." — I admit that there is an unef- 
fential verbal difference ; and are you certain that 
there was not a verbal difference ih the infcriptions 
themfelves ? One was written in Hebrew, ano- 
ther in Greek, another in Latin ; and, though 
they *had all the fame meamug, ■^tv \\.v& Y^^Vy^^^^^ 
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that if two men had tratiflated the Hebrew and 
the Latin into Greek, there would have been a 
■verbal difFerence between their tranflations. You 
have rendered yourfelf famous by writing a book 
called — The Rights of Man,:— had you been guil- 
lotined by Robefpxerre, with this title, written in 
French, Englifh, and German, and affixed to the 
guillotine — Thomas Paine, of America, author 
of The Rights- of Man — and had four perfons, 
fome of whom had feen the execution, and tlic 
reft had heard of it from eye-witnefTes, written 
Ihort accounts of your life twenty years or more 
after your death, and one had faid the infcription 
Wis — This is Thomas Paine, the author ©f The 
Rights of Man — another, The author of the 
Rights of Man — a third, This is the author of 
The Rights of Man — and a fourth, Thomas Paine, 
of America, the author of The Rights of Man 
—would any man of common fenfe have doubted 
on account of this difagreement, the veracity of 
the authors in wiiting your life ? *• The- only 
one," you tell us, " of the men called apoftles, 
who appeals to have been near the fpot where Je- 
fus was crucified, was Peter," — This youraffertion 
is not true — we do nut know that Peter was pre- 
fect at the ciucifixion ; but we do know that John, 
the difciple whom Jefus loved, was prefent ; for 
Jefus fpoke to him from the crofs. You go on, 
*' But why (hould we believe Peter, convidled by 
their own account of perjury, in fwearing that he 
knew. not Jefus ?" 1 will tell you why — bccaufe 
Peter fmcerely repented of the wicked nefs into 
which he had been betrayed, through feai for his • 
life, and fiiffered niartyrdorti in atteftation of the 
truth of the chriftian religion. 

'* But the evang,eV\^s d\^2L^Tefe " '^c^^\<»x^ *.* not 
*' only SLS to the fupeifci \p\\oiv titi \Jsx^ ^\<A^, \i>ax 
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** as to the time of the crdcifixion, Mark faying 
•« it was at the third hour (nine in the morning) 
•* and John at the fixth hour (twelve as you fup- 
•* pofe) at noon." Various folulions have been 
given of this difficuhy, none of which fatisfied 
I)o<5lor Middleton, much lefs can it be expeifled 
that any of them (hould fatisfy you ; but there is 
a foluiion not noticed by him, in which many ju- 
dicious men have acquiefced — That John, writing 
his gofpel in Afia, ufed the JR^oman method of 
computing time ; which was the fame as our own ; 
fo that by the fixth hour, when Jefus was comiemiV' 
ed<, we are to underftand fix o'clock in the morn- 
ing ;' the intermediate time from fix to nine, when 
he was crucified, being employed in prepaiing for 
the crucifixion. But if this difficulty Ihould be 
ftill erteemed infwperable, it does not fj>llow that 
it will always remain fo ; and if it (hould, the 
main point, the crucifixion of Jefus, will not be 
affeded thereby. 

I cannot, in this place, omit remarking fome 
circumflances attending the crucifixion, which are 
fo natural, that we might have wondered if they 
had not occurred. Of all the difciples of Jefus, 
John was beloved by him with a particular degree 
of aiFe<5lion ; and, as kindnefs produces kindnefs, 
there can be little doubt that the regard was reci- 
procal. Now whom Ihould we exped to be the at- 
tendants of Jefus in his laft fuffering ? Whom but 
John, the friend of his heart ? Whom but his mo- 
ther, whofe foul was now pierced through by the 
fword of forrow, which Shneon had foretold ? 
Whom but thofe who had been attached to him 
through life ; who, having been healed by him of 
theirjnfirmities, were impelled by gratitude to 
minifter to him of their liibllance, to be attentive 
Co all his wants ? — Tliefe were the peifonb whom 
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we fiiould have expefteu to attend his execution, 
and thefc were there. To Whom would an expir- 
ing fon, of the bed afPedions, recommend a poor, 
and, probably, a^ widowed mother, but to his 
warmeft friend ? And this did Jefus. Unmind- 
ful of the extremity of his own torture, and anx- 
ious to alleviate the burden of her forrows, and 
toproted her old age from future want' and mife- 
ry, he faid to his beloved difciple — " Behold thy mo- 
ther ^ and from that hour that difciple took her to his onvn 
home?* I own to you, that fuch inftances as thefe, 
of the conformity of events to our probable ex- , 
, pedlation, are to me genuine marks of the fimpli- 
city and truth of the gofpels ; apd far outweigh a 
thoufand little obje<5lions, ai ifing from our igno- 
rance pf manners, times, and circumftances, or 
from our incapacity to comprehend the means ufed 
by the Supreme Being in the moral government 
of his creatures. 

St. Matthew mentions*' feveral miracles which 
attended our Saviour's ciucifixion — the darknefs 
which overfpread the land ; the rending of the 
veil of the temple ; an earthquake w^hich rent the 
rocks ; and the lefuiredlion of many faints, and 
their going into the holy city. — " Such," you fay, 
** is the account which this dafhing writer of the 
•* book of Matthew gives, but in which he is not 
** fupported by thp writers of the other books." 
This is not accurately expreffed ; Matthew is fup- 
ported by Mark and Luke, with refped to two of 
the mirac}es«-> the darknefs; and the rending of 
the veil : and their omiffion of the others does not 
prove, that they were either ignorant of them, or 
difbelieved them. I think it idle to pretend to fay 
pofitively what influenced them to mention only 
two miracles ; they probably thought them fufli- 
cient to convince any pwfoti, ^s ^^i ^Q\vN\\ic<:d 
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the centurion, that Jefus " was a righteous man'* 
...«« the Son of God." And thefe two mifacles 
were better calculated to produce general convic- 
tion, , amongft the perfons for whofe benefit Mark 
^and Luke wrote their gofpels, than either the 
earthquake, or the refurredlion of the faints. The 
earthquake was, probably, confined to a particu- 
lar fpot, and might, by an obje<flor, have been 
called a natural phenomenon ; and thofe to whom 
the faints appeared might,^ at the time of writing 
the gofpels of Mark and Luke, have been dead : 
but the darknefs mud have been generally known 
and remembered ; and the veil of the temple 
might ftill be preferved at tlie time thefe authors 
wrote. As to John not mentioning any of thefe_ 
miracles, it is well known that his gofpel was writ- 
ten as a kind of fupplement to the other gofpels ; 
he has therefore omitted many things which the 
oiher three evangelifts had related, and he has 
added feveral things which they had not mention- 
ed ; in particular, he has added a circumdance 
of great importance ; he tells us that he faw one 
of the foldiers pierce the fide of Jefus with a 
fpear, ^nd that blood and water flowed through 
the wound ; and left any one* (hould doubt ot the 
fad, from its not being mentioned by the^other 
evangelifts, he aflerts it with peculiar earneftnefs 
— " And he that faw it, bare record, and his re- 
cord is true : and he knoweth that he faith true, 
that ye might believe." John faw blood and wa- 
ter flowing from the wound ; the blood is eafily 
accounted for ; but whence came the water ? The 
anatomifts tell us, that it came from ihz pericurdi' 
um : — fo confifte'nt is evangelical teftimony wii;h 
the moft curious refearches into natural fcience ! 
You amufe yourfelf with the account of what the 
fcripture calls many faints, and you call an army of 
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fnintSt and are angry with Matthew for not hav- 
ing told you a great many things about them. — It 
is very poflible that Matthew might have known 
the fail of their refunciflion, without knowing 
every thing about them; but if he had grati led 
your curiofity( in every particular, I am of opinion 
that you would not have believed a word of what 
he had 'told you. * I have no curiofity on the fub- 
je«5l ; it is enough for me to know that " Chrifliuas 
the firftfruiU of them that Jlept^'^ and " that ail 
that are in the graves Jhaii hear his voice andjhall 
come forthy* as thofe holy men did, who heard 
the voice of the Son of God at his refurredlion, 
and pafTed from dearth to life. If I durft indulge 
myfelf in being wife above what is written, I 
might be able to anfwer many of your inquiries 
relative to thofe faints ; but 1 dare not touch the 
ark of the Lord, 1 dare not fupport the authority 
of fcripturc by the boldnefs of conjedure. "What- 
ever difficuly there may be in accounting for the 
filence of the other evangelifts, and of St. Paul 
alfo, on this fubje<5t, yet there is a greater difficul- 
ty in fjippofing that Matthew did not give a true 
narration of what had happened at the. crucifixion. 
If there had been no fupernatural darknefs, no 
earthquake, no rending of the veil of the temple, 
no graves opened, no refurre(51ion of holy/ men, 
no appeal ance of them unto many — if none of 
ihefe things had been true, or rather if any one of 
them had been falfe, what motive could Matthew, 
writing to the jews, have had for trumping up 
fuch wonderful ftories ? He wrote, as every man 
does, with an intention to be believed ; and yet 
-every jew he met would have ftared him in the 
face, and told him that he was a liar and an im- 
poftor. What author, who twenty years hence 
ihoald ^dai^b to the FrtucVi xiaxVow^xi tyLCLory of 
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Louis XVI. would venture to affirm, that when 
he was beheaded there was darknefs for three 
hours over all France ? that there was an earth- 
quake ? that rocks were fplit ? graves opened ? 
and dtild men brought to life, who appeared to 
many perfons in Paris ?— i-lt is quite impoflible to 
fnppofe, that any one would dare to publifti fuch 
obvious lies ; and I think it equally impoflibl'e to 
fuppofe, that Matthew would have dared to pub- 
li(h his account of what happened at the death of 
Jefus, had not that account been generally known 
to be tt ue. 



LETTER VIII. 






X X H E " tale of the refurre^llon," you fay, " fol- 
lows that of the crucifixion." — You have accuf- 
tomed me fo much to this kind of language, that 
when I find you fpeaking of a tale, I have no 
doubt of meeting with a truth. From the appa- 
rent difagreement in the accounts, which the 
cvangelifts have given of fbme circumftances re- 
fpedihg the refurredlon, you remark — ** If the 
** writers of thefe books had gone into any court^ 
** of juftice to prove an a/ibif (for it is the nature 
** of an alibi that is here attempted to be proved, 
** namely, the abfence of a dead body by fuper- 
natural means) and had given their evidence in 
the fame contradi(ftory manner, as it is here 
** given ; they would have been in danger bf hav- 
•* ing their ears cropt for periury, and would have 
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*' juftly defervcd it" — " hard words, or hang- 
ing/* it feems, if you had been their judge. Now 
I maintain, that it is the brevity -with which the 
account of the refurreftion is given by all the evan- 
gelifts, which has occationed the feeming confu- 
Son ; and that this confudon would have been 
cleared up at once, if the witnefles of the refur- 
redtion had been Examined before any judicature. 
As we cannot have this viva vocff examination of 
allitHe witnefles, let us call up and queftion the 
evangelifts as witnefles to a fupernatural alibi.— 
Did you find the fepulchre of Jefus empty ? One 
of us actually faw it empty, and the reft "heard, 
from eye-witnefles, that it was empty. — Did you, 
or any of the followers of Jefus, lake away the 
dead body from the fepulchre ? ' All anfwer. No, 
Did the foldiers, or the jews, take away the body I 
No.— How are you certain of that ? Becaufe we 
faw the body when dead, and we faw it after- 
wards when it was alive. — How do you know that 
what you faw was the body of Jefus ? We had 
been long and intimately acquinled with Jefus, and 
knew his perfon perfe^lly.— Were you not affright- 
ed, and miftook a fpirit for a body ? No ; the 
bodv had flefh and bones ; we ate fure that it was 
the very body which hung upon the crofs, for we 
faw the wound in the fide, and the print of the 
nails in the hands and feet.— And all this you are 
ready to fwear ? We are "; and we are ready to 
die alfo, fooner than we will deny any part of it. 
This is the teftimony which all the evangelifts 
would give, in whatever courtof juftice they were 
examined ; and this, I apprehend, would fuffici- 
ently eftablifti the alibi of the dead body from the 
^fepulchre by fupernatural means. 

But as the refurreftion of Jefus is a point which 
you attack with all youi toic^» IviVlI ^iL^mine 101^ 
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nUtely the principal of your objcAiohs ; I do not 
think them deferving of this notice, but they (hj\ll 
have it. The book of Matthew, you fay, «' ftatcs 
•* that when Chrift was put in the fepulchre, the 
" jews applied to Pilate for a watch of a guard to 
" be placed over the fepulchre, to prevent the 
^* body being ftolen by the difciples." — I admit 
this account, but it is not the whole of the ac- 
count ; you have omitted the reafon foi the» re- 
queft which the chief priefts made to Pilate—" 5/>, 
ive remember that that deceiver faidi *while he ivajyet 
aiivey after three days I ivill rife again,'* — It is ma- 
terial to remark this ; for at 'the very time that 
Jefus prediiled his re'furreftion, he*^ predifted alfo 
his crucifixion, 3|pd all that he fliouldfuffer from 
the malice of thofe very men who now applied to 
Pilate for a guard. — " Hejheiued to his difciples ^ honv 
that he mufi go unto Jerufalemy andjuffer many things 
of the elders^ and chief priefis^ andfcrihesy and he kill* 
ed^ and be raifed again the third day J* (Matt. xvi. 
2 1. ) Thefe men knew full well that the firft part 
of this prcdiftion had been accurately fulfilled 
through their malignity ; and, inftcad of repent- 
ing ot what they had done, they were fo infatua- 
ted as to fuppofe, that by a guard of foldiers they 
could prevent the completion of the fecond. The 
other books, you obferve, " fay nothing about 
** this application, nor about the fealing of the 
** (lone, nor the guard, nor the watch, and ac- 
•* cording to thefe accounts there were none." — 
This, fir, I deny. The other books do not fay 
that there were none of thefe things ; how often 
muft I repeat, that omiflions are not contradic- 
tions, nor filence concerning a fa<5k a denial of it ? 
You go on — " The book of Matthew continues 
•* its account that at the end of the fabbath, as it 
•• began to da'wn^ toviaidi \li& fa^ da.^ ^^ ^isa. 
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** week, came Mary Magdalene and the other Ma*- 
** ry to fee the fepulchre. Mark fays it was fun- 
** rifing, and John fays it was dark. Luke fays 
** it was Mary Magdalene, and Joanna, and Ma* 
*• ry the mother of jfames^ and other njjomeriy that 
** c;inie to the fepulchre. And John fays that 
*• Maiy Magdalene came alofie. So well do they 
*• agree about their firft evidence ! they all appear 
** however, to have known moft about Mary 
*• Magdalene ; fhe was a woman of a large ac- 
** quaintance, and it was not an ill conje^ure that 
" Ihe might be upon the ftroll." — This is a long 
paragraph ; I will anfwer it diftinAly ! — firft, 
there is no difagreement of evidence with refpe<fl 
to the time when the women went to the fepul- 
chre; all the evangelifts agree as to the day on 
w^hich they went ; and,, as to the time of ihe day, 
it was earlyin the morning ; what court of juftice 
in the world would fet afide this evidence, as in- 
fufficient to fubftantiate the fa<ft of the wonrte'ns' 
having gone fo the fepulchrej becaufe the witneff- 
es differed as to the degree of twilight which light- 
ed them on their way ? Secondly, there is no dif- 
agreement of evidence with refpe<5t to the perfons 
who went to the fepulchre. John ftates that Ma- 
ry Magdalene went to the fepulchre ; but he does 
not ft ate, as you make himjlate^ that Mary Magda- 
lene went alone; flie might, for any thing you 
fcave proved, or can prove to the contrary, have 
been accompanied by all the women mentioned by 
Luke ;--is it an unufual thing to diftinguifh by 
name a principal perfon going on a vifit, or an 
embafTy, wiinout mentioning his fubordinate at- 
tendants ? Thirdly, in oppofition to your infmu- 
ation that Mary Magdalene was a common wo- 
man, I wifh it to be confidered, whether there is 
smy /criptural authority fox xYvax. \Tft^\i\ax\axv \ and 
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whether there be or not, 1 muft contend, that a 
repentant and reformed woman, ought not to be 
efteemed an improper witnefs of a f;iS. The con- 
jecflure which you adopt concerning her, is nothing 
lefs than an illeberal, indecent, unfounded calum- 
ny, not excufable in the mouth of a libertine, and 
intolerable in yonr*s. 

The book of Matthew, you obferve, goes on td 
fay — ** And behold t there ivas an earthquake^ f^r the 
an^el of the Lord defc ended from heaven-^ and came and 
rolled hack theflone from the door^ and fat upon it : 
"•^-but the other books fay nothing about any earthquake^* 
—what then ? does their filence prove that there 
was none ? ** nor about the angel rolling back theflone 
and fitting upon it:** what then? does their (ilence 
prove that the (lone was not rolled back by an 
angel) and that he did not fit upon it ? " and ac- 
cording to their accounts there *was no angel fitting 
therBJ* This conclufion I muft' deny : their ac- ^ 
counts do hot fay th?re was no angel fitting there, 
at the time thai Matthew fays he fat upon the 
ftone. They^ do not deny the faft, they fimply 
omit the mention of it ; and they all take notice 
that the women, when they arrived at the fepul- 
chre, found the ftone rolled away : hence it is 
evident that the ftone was rolled away before the 
women arrived at the fepulchre ; and the other 
evangelirts, giving an account of what happened 
to the women ijhen they reached the fepulchre, 
hive merely omitted giving an account of a tranf- 
a<5lIon previous to their arrival. Wliere is the 
contradidlion ? What fpace of time intervened 
between the rolling away the ftone, and the arri- 
val of the women at the fepulchre, is no where 
mentioned ; hut it certainly was long enough for 
the angel to have changed his ^of\Uotv\ from fit- 
tingoD the outfide he in\g):v\.WNt ^wXR.t^\\^^^*V^ 
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fepalchre ; and another angel might have made 
his appearance^ or, from the firft, theie might 
have been -two, one on the outfide rolling away 
the (Jone, and the other within. Luke, you tell 
us, ^*'fajs there fmere t*wo^ and they ijjere heth Jiand" 
ing; and John fays there *were tnvoy and both Jit ting** 
It is impoflible, I grant, even for an angel to be 
fitting and (landing at the fameinftantof tiine; 
but Luke and John do not fpeak of the fame in- 
flant, nor of the fame appearance : Luke fpeaks 
of the appearance to all the women ; and John 
of the appearance to Mary Magdalene alone, who 
tarried weeping at the fepulchre after Peter and 
John had left it. But I forbear making -any more 
minute remarks on dill minuter objedions, all of 
vhich are grounded on this miftake — that the an- 
gels were feen at one particular time, in one par- 
ticular place, and by the fame individuals. 

As to your inference, from Matthew's ufing the 
cxpreflion unto this day^ " that the book muft have 
been manufa<flured after a lapfe of fome genera- 
tions at leaft," it cannot be admitted againft the 
pofiiive teftimony of all antiquity. That the fto- 
rj about dealing away the body was a bungling 
ftory, I readily admit ; but the chief priefts arc 
anfwerable for it ; it is not worthy either your no- 
tice, or mine, except as it is a ftrong inftance to 
you, to me, and to every body, how far preju- 
dice may miflead the underftanding. 

You come to -that part of the evidence in thofc 
books that refpe<fls, you fay, " the pretended ap- 
** pearances of Chrift after his pretended refur- 
** re(5tion ; the writer of the book of Matthew re- 
" lates, that the angel that was fitting 6n the, 

ftone at the mouth of the fepulchre, faid to the 

two Marys, (chap. x\Vu\. t.'^ ^*' B«fj%W^ Chrifi 
fs £one before you inio GoXxUt^ tfcerejballjoujee V\m? 
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The gofpcl, Sir, was preached to poor and illite- 
rate men : and it is the duty of priefts'io preach 
it to them in all its purity ; to* guard them againft 
the errors of miftaken, or the defigns of wicked 
men. You, then, who can read your Bible, turn 
to this paflage, and you will find that the angel 
did not fay, " Behold Chrift irgone before you 
into Galilee," — but, " Behold, he goeth before 
you into Galilee.*' I know not what Bible you 
madb ufe of in t^is quotation ; none that I have 
feen render the original word by— he is gone- — it 
might be properly rendeied, he will go ; and it is 
literally rendered, he is going. This phrafe does 
not imply an immediate fetting out for Galilee : 
when a man has fixed upon a long journey to Lon- 
don or Bath, it is common enough to fay, he is 
going to London or* Bath, though the time of his 
going may be at fome di (lance. Even your dalh-* 
ing Matthew could not be guilty of fuch a blun- 
der as to make the angel fay he is gone ; for he tells 
us immediately afterwards, that, as the women 
were departing from the fepulchre to tell his dif- 
ciples whiit the angels had faid to them, Jefus him- 
felf met them. Now how Jefus could be gone in- 
to Galilee, and yet meet the woihen at Jerufalem, 
I leave you to explain, for the blunder is not 
chargeable upon Matthew. I excufe your intro- 
ducing the expreflion— •« then the eleven difciples 
went away into Galilee," for the quotation is 
rightly made ; but had you turned to the Greek 
Teftament, you would not have found in this 
place any y/ord anfwering to then ; the pafFage is 
better tranflated— and the eleven. Chrift had faid 
to his difciples, (Matt. xxvi. 32.) " /Iftsr I am ru 
fen agahiy I nuili go before you into Galilee ;" — and 
the angel put the women in mind of the very ex- 
prclUon and predidiou— ie is rij^n^ as ht {oiA \ atx^^ 
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heholdf hegoeth before you into Galilee. Matthew, in- 
tent upon the appearance in Galilee, of which 
there were, probably, at the time he wrote, ma- 
ny living witnefles in Judea, omits th*; mention of 
many^appeatances taken notice of by John, and, 
hj this omiflSon, feems to conned the day of the 
Xefurredion of Jefus, with that of the departure 
of the difciples for Galilee. Vou feem to think 
this a great difficulty, and incapable of folution ; 
for you fay — " It is not poffible, unlefs we admit 
' thefe difciples the right of wilful lying, that the 

* writers of thefe books could be any of the ele- 

* ven perfons called difciples ; for if, according 
' to Matthew, the eleven went into Galilee to 
' meet Jefus in a mountain, by his own appoint- 

* ment, on the fame day that he is faid to have 

* lifen, Luke and John muft have been two of 

* that eleven ; yet the writer of Luke- fays ex- 

* prefsly, and John implies as much, that the 

* meeting was that fame day in a houfe at Jeru- 

* falem ; and, on the other hand, if, according 

* to Luke and John, the eleven were affembled in 

* a houfe at Jerufalem, Matthew muft have been 

* one of that eleven ; yet Matthew fays, the 
' meeting was in a mountain in Galilee, and 

* confequently the evidence given in ihofe books 
'dellroys each other." When I was a young 

man in the univerfity, I was pretty much accuf- 
tomed to drawing of confequences ; but my Alma 
Mater did not fuffer me to draw confequences 
after your manner ; (Ke taught me, that a falfe 
pofition tnuft end in an abfurd conclufion. I have 
Ihewn your pofition— //^^/ the eleven *went into Gali' 
lee on the day of the refurrefiiofi-'to be falfe, and 
hence your confequence — that the evidence given in 
i/^ejetiuo bonks deftroys each other— \?»xvovtQh? admit- 
ted* You ought, TOOieONtl, V^ Vva^^ C<3^^\^^\'i\^ 
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that the feaft of unleavened bread, which tnime- 
diatelf followed the day on which the pa^over 
was eaten, laded feven days ; and that (Iri^ ob- 
fervtrsof the law did not think themfelves at li- 
beity to. leave Jerufalem, till that feaft was ended; 
and this is a collateral proof 'thac the diiciples did 
not go to Galilee on the day of therefuricibioii. 

You certainly have read the New Teftament, 

but 'not, I thitik, with great attention, or you 

would, have known who the «apoftles were. In 

this place you reckon Luke as one of the eleven, 

and in other places you fpeak of htm as an eye- 

iwitnefs of the things he rektes : you ought to 

have known that Luke was no apodle ; aad he tells 

-you himfelf in the preface to his gofpel, that he 

•wrote from the teftimony of others. . If this mif- 

-take proceeds from your ignorance, .you are not 

tZ fittperfon to write comments on the Bible ; if 

from defign (which I am unwilling tofufped) 

•you arc ftill Icfs fit ; in either cafe it may fuggeft 

ito your readers the propriety of fufpedling the 

:truth ^and accuracy of your afTertions, however 

• dkring and intemperate. *^ Of the numerous 

** prieds or parfuns of the.prcfent-day, bifhops 

** and all, thefum total .of whofe learning," ac- 

coiding to you, ** is <f ^ abf andhic^ hacy.hoc^ there 

«* is not one amongft them," you fay, " who can 

*• write poetry like . Homer/ or fcienCe like Eu- 

«* did.*' If I ihould admit this (though there 

are many of them, I doubt not, who underdand 

ihefe authors better dian you do) yet I cannot 

admit that there is one anK)ngd them, btfhops 

and all, fo ignorant as to rank Luke the evange- 

fill among the apodles of Chrid. I will not prefs 

this point ; any man may fall into a midake, and 

the confcioufnefs pf this falUbiVxl^ (kckM\d c\t-^^ 

in all men a little mode&y, a\\vX^^\^^^\>s:^'^ '^^ 

H 
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little caution, before they prefume to catl the xnoft 
illuDrious chara^ers of antiquity liars, fools, and 
knaves. 

You want to know why Jefus did not (hew him- 
felf to all the people after his refurre^jon. This 
is one of Spinoza's objedions ; and it may found 
well enough in the mouth of a jew, wifhing to cx- 
cufe the mfideKty of his countrymen ; but it is 
not judicioufly adopted by deifts of other nations. 
God gives us the means of health, but he does 
not force us to the ufe of them ; he gives Us the 
pbwers of the mind, but he does not compel us 
to the cultivation of them : he gave the jews 
opportunities of feeing the miracles of Jefus,- but 
he did not oblige them to believe- them. They 
who perfevered in their incredulity after the re- 
furredlion of Lazarus, would have perfevered al- 
fo after the refurreftion of Jefus. Lazarus had 
been buried four days, Jefus but three ; the body 
of Lazarus had begun to undergo corruption, the 
body of Jefus faw no corruption ; why {hould 
you exped, that they would have believed in Jefus 
on. his own refurrcdlion, when they had not be- 
lieved in him on the refurredlion of Lazarus ? 
When the Pharifees were told of the refuiredtion 
of Lazaius, they, together with the chief priefts, 
gathered a council, and faid, " What do nue P fir 
this tnan dceth many miracles. If *we Jet "him thus 
aione^ ail men nvill believe dn him : — then from that day 
^ firth they took counfil, together to put him to death J* ^'^ 
'Th6 great men at Jerufalem, you fee," admitted 
that Jefus had raifed Lazarus from the dead ; 7et 
the belief of that miracle did not generate con- 
vidlion that Jtfus was the Chrift ; it otily exafpe- 
ratcd their malice, and accelerated their purpcfe 
of de/^roying him. Hiid ^^^ws ^wuiiimfelf af- 
ter his refurreaion, the cYiv^i -^\\t^V^^>i^^^'v«^ 
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babl7 have gathered another council, have opened 
it with, U^hat do fwe ? and ended it with a deter- 
mination to pm him to death. As to us, the evi- 
dence of the lefui region of Jefus, which we have 

• m the New Tcftanient, is far more convincingt 
than tf it had Uecn j-elated that he (hewed himfelf 
to every man in Jerufalena ; for then we (hould 
havrtad a fufpicion, that the whole ftory had 
been fabricated by the jews. 

You think Paul an improper witnefs of the le- 
furredion ; I think him one of the fitted that 
could have been chofen ; and for this reafon — hb 
teftimony Is the tejlitnony q/ a firmer enemy. He had, 
in his own miriiculous converfion fjmfiicient ground 
for changing* his opinion as to a matter of fadl, 
which he hid formerly, through extreme preju- 
dice, conlidered as a fable. For the truth of tne 
refurreAion of Jefus ; he appeals to above two 
hnndrcd and fifty living witneUes ; and before 
whom d'jes he make this appeal ? before his ene- 
mies, who were able and willing to blafl his cha- 
ra^ilcr, if he had advanced an untruth. You know, 
undoubtedly, that Paul had refided at Corinth 

' near two years ; during a part of that time, he 
had tcftified to the jews, that Jefus was theChrift; 
that finding the bulk of that nation obilinate in 
their unbelief, he had tamed to the Gentiles, and 

. converted many to the fiith in Chrift ; that he left 
Corinth, and went to preach the gofpel in other 
parts; that, about three years after he had quitted 
Corinth, he wrote a letter to the converts which he 
had made \n that place, and who after his depar- 
ture had 'been fplit into different fa<ftions, and had 
adopted different teachers in oppofition to Paul. 
From this account v.c luav he certain, that Paul's 
letter, and every circumitance in it^ would J^e 

Hi - ■ • 
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minutely examined. The city of Connth was 
full of jews ; thefe men were, in general, Paul's 
bitter enemies ; yet, in the face of them all, he 
aiferts, ** that Jefus Chrijl nvas burisdi that he arofe 
again the third day ; that he txias ften of Cepbasj 
then of the tnvidye ; that he nvar a(ftef*wards fcea ff 
above five hundred brethren at qnce^ ofnvhom the greater 
part 'were then alive.** An appeal to above 250 
living witneffea, is a pretty ftrong. proof of a faft ; 
but it becomes irrefiftlble, when that appeal is 
fubmitted to the judgment of enemies. Si. Pa'ul,^ 
you mud allow, was' a man of ability ; but he 
would have been an idiot, had he put it in- the 
power of his enemies to prove, from his own let- 
ter, that he was a lying rafcal. They neither 
proved, nor attempted to prove,, any fuch thing; 
and, therefore, we may fafely conclude, th^t this 
teftimony of Paul to th^ refurredlion of Jefus was 
tiue ; and it is a teilimony, in my opinion, of the 
gieatell weight. 

You come, you fay, to the laft fcene, the afcen* 
fion; upon >^hich, in your opinion, " the reality 
** of the future miffion of the difciples was to 
** reft for proof." I do not agree with you in 
this. The reality of the future ihiflion of the 
apoftles . might have been proved, though Jefus 
Chrift had not vifiblv afcended into heaven. Mi- 
racks are the pioper proofs of a divine miflion ; 
and when Jefus gave the apoftles a commiflion to 
preach the gofpel, he commanded them to ftay at 
Jerufalem, .till they *• fiuere endued nvi th pOnvei:fro7n 
on high,** Matthew has omitted the mention of 
the albenfion ; and John, you fay, has not ikid a 
fy liable about it. I think otherwife. John 'has 
not given an exprefs account of the a(cenfion, but 
has certainly faid foTOLelV\\tv^^>oov\\.\\.\ ^c\'cbe iti- 
foxms us, that Jefus £a\d vo '^^lv^, ^^'T*'.uc\i'n:t 



' ' • ' 
• T^ot : for J am not yet afcended to my fut-er : huf go 

to my tretbfht^ trndfay unto them^ I afcend unto my 
father and jour fat her y and to my God and your God^'* 
This is furely faying fpraething about the afcen- 
fion ; and if the fad of the afccnfion lie not re- 
lattd by John or Matthew, ic may reafonably be 
foppofed, that the ohiiflion was made, on account 
of the notoriety of the faft. Tiiat the f^ift was 
generally known, may be juftly colkdled from, 
the reference which Peter makes to it in the hear- 
ing of all the jews, a very few days after it had 
happened, ** Thh Jefus hath God raifedupy *whereof 
toe nil are nvitneffts.*' Therefore being by the rigbi 
hand of God exalted. Paul bears teilimony alfo 
to the afcenfion, when he fays, that Jefus nuas re- 
ceived up into glory. As to the difference you 
contend for, between the account of the afcenfion, 
as given by Mark and Luke, it does not exift ; 
except in this, that Mark omits the particulars of 
Jefus going with his apoftles to Bethany, and 
bleflirig them there, which are ihentroned by 
Luke. But omiflions, I muft often put you in 
cnind, aie not coniradidions. 

You hiive now, you fay, " gone through the 
** examination of the four books afcribed to Mat- 
** thew, Mark, Luke, and- John 5 und when it is 
•* conRdered that the whole fpace of time, from 
** the crucifixion, to what is called the afcenfion, 
" is but a few days, apparently not more than 
^* three or four, and that all the circumftances 
«* are reported to have happened near the iame 
** fpoti Jerufalem, it is, I believe, impofSble to 
** find, in any (lory- upon record, fpmany-, and 
" fuch glaring abfurdities, contradidlions, and 
" *falfehoods, as are in thofe books." - Wbsit am 
I to fay to this? Ami to fay that, in wriiing 
• fAis paragraph, youhavetoiltvuil^^^^^'':^^^'^ 



as an honed man i Or^ admhting yoor honedtjf 
am I to fay that you are grofsly ignorant of the 
fubjed? Let the reader judge. John fays, that 
Jefos appeared to his difciples at Jenifalem on the 
d'4y of his refurrediony and that Thomas was not 
then with them : the fame John fays,, that after 
eight days he appeared to them again, when Tho- 
mas was with them. — Now, fir, how apparently 
three or Jour days can be confident with really eight 
daysi I leave you to make out. But this is not 
the whole of John's teftimony, either with refpeA 
to place or time; for he fays, jifter thefe things (af- 
ter the two appeal ances to the difciples at Jerufa- 
lem on the fiifi and on the eighth day after the 
lefurredliori) Jejus Jhe^ed himfelf again to his difci' 
pies at the Jea of Tiberias. The fea of Tiberias, 
I prefume you know was in Galilee '; and Galilee, 
you may know, was fixty or feventy miles from 
Jerufalem : it muft have taken the difciples fome 
time, after the eighth day, to travel from Jernfa- 
lem into Galilee. What, in your own infulting 
language to the priefts, what have you to anfwer, 
as to the fame fpoty Jerufalem^ as to your appa- 
rently three or four days? But this is not all.-— 
Luke, in the beginning of the Ads, refers to his 
gofpel, and fays, " Chrijifhe^ed himfelf alive after 
his paJJioHy by many infallible proofs ^ being feen of the 
apojlles forty days y and fpea king 'Of the things pertain- 
hgto the kingdom of God,** Inftead of yBwr j you \ 
perceive there were ycr/^ days between the 'Cruci- 
fixion and the afcenfion. I need not, I truft,^ af- 
ter this, trouble myfelf about the falfehbods and 
€ontradi^ons which you impute to the evange- 
lids ; your readers cannot but be upon their guard 
a« tathe credit due to '^our aifertions, however 
^^id and impropet. Xow V\\\^\iS«^Ta^xa\«KM.V^ 
thskt tie cvangdifts viwt i^\^m tojwl v ^V^> ^^^ 
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" Winced of the truth of ' their nar ration, and roA- 
fcious of their own integrity, have related whfit 
they knew, with admirahle fimpUcity. They 
feem to have faid to the jeWs of their time, and- 
to fay to the jews and unbelievers of all tinnes, 
mje have told you the truth; and if you wll not heiieve 
ttSf nve have nothing more to fay* Had they been 
impoilor^, they would have written with more 
caution and art, have obviated every cavil, apd 
avoided every appearance of contradi^ion. This 
they have not done ; and this I confider as a proo£ 
of their honelty and veracity. 

. John the baptift had given his teftJmony to the 
truth of our Saviour's midion in the moil unequi- 
vocal terms ; he afterwards fent two of his difti- 
ples'to Jefus, to aik him whether he was really 
the expe<Sled Mefliah or not« Matthew relates 
both thefe circunjftances : xhad the writer of the 
book of Matthew been an impoftor, would Jie 
have hivaiidiited John's teftimony, by bringln^j^ 
forward his real or apparent doubt ? Imppfllble ! 
Matthew, having proved the refurredlion of Jefus, 
tells us, that the eleven difciples went away vf^xo 
Galilee into a mountain where Jefus had appoint- 
ed them, and " fwhen they faiu hitHy they *-Morpyi^ed 
him : hut fome doubted.*^ Would an impoilor, in 
the very laft place where he mentions the r^fur- 
redion, and in the conclufion o£ his book, have 
fuggefted fuch a cavil to. unbelievers, as to fay > 
fimedouhted? Impo^ble \ The evangelitl has left 
us to colled the reafon why fome doubted :-^the 
difciples faw Jefus, sit a diilance, on the mou.n^in, 
and fome of them fell down andworfhipped hifn; 
whilft others doubted whether the perfon |bey 
law was really Jefus; their doubt, however, cqvld 
not have lafted long, for in the very next veife.we 
are iold^ tbat JeXiis ^ame ^lud i^?^^ xx\:w\.^ "j^^^cjSiit 
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Great and laudable pains have been taken Vy 
many learned men, to harmonize the feveral ac- 
counts given us by the evangelifts of the refurtcc- 
tion. It does not feem to me to be a matter of 
any great confequence to chriftianity, whether 
the accounts can, in every minute particular, be 
haimonized or not ; fmce there is nofuch di£cor- 
dance in them, as to fender the {a<5t of the'refur- 
re(^ion doubcful to any impartial mind. * If any 
man, in a court of jufticc, (liould give pofitive 
evidence of a fa(fl ; and three others ihould af- 
terwards be examined, and all of them fhnuld con- 
firm the evidence of the firft as to the fadl, but 
ihould apparently diflPer from him aruJ. from each 
other, by being more or Icfs particulsfv m their ac- 
counts of the circumftances attending the fad ; 
ought we to doubt of the fadl, hecaufe we could 
rtot harmonize the evidence refpe<fting the circum- 
(lances relating to it ? The oniiffion of any one 
circumftance (fuch as that of Mary Magdalene 
having gone twice to the fepulchre ; or that of the 
angel having, after he had rolled away die ftone 
from the fepulchre, entered into the fepulchre) 
may render an harmony impoflibie, without ha- 
ving recourfe to fuppofixion to fupply the defeft. 
You deifts laugb at all fuch attempts, and call 
them prieftcraft. I think it better then, in argu- 
ing with you, to admit that there maybe (not 
granting, however, that there is) an irreconcilea- 
bk difference between the accounts refpeAing the 
life of Jefus, or his refurrcdlion. fie it £b ; what 
then ? Does this difference, admitting it to be real, 
deftioy the credibility of the gofpel hiftory in any 
of its efTential points f Certainly, in my opinion, 
not. , As I look upon this to be a general anfwer 
to mo^ of your devft.\cal obje^ions, I prof efs my 
Sincerity, in faying> xbakX 1 oawSv^Kt Vt*^ "». >i^«. 
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and fufficiefat ^nfwer j and I leave it ta yoiw con- 
fidemtion. I have, purppfcly, in the whole of 
this difcudion, been fiUnt a$ to the inrpiration of 
the evangclifts ; well kn^Qwing that you would 
have i^jedted, w^th fcorn, s^ny thing 1 could haye 
faid on that point : but, in difputing with a deiii, 
I do moft folemnly con^:end, that the chriftian re- 
ligion is Hue, and yrorthy of all acceptation, whe- 
ther the cvangelifts were infpired or not. 

Unbelievers, in general, wifh to conceal thpr 
fentiments ; they have a decent refpedl for public 
opinion. ; are cautious of affronting the religion 
of their country ; fearful of undermining the 
foundations of civil focie^y. Softie few have been 
znore daring, bpt lefs judicious ; and have, with- 
out difguife, profefTed tlieir unbelief. Bat yqu 
are the firft who ever fwore that he was an infidel, 
concluding your deiftical creed v^fith, Jo fidp we 
God! I pray that God may help yo)i ; ^hat he' 
may, through the influence of his holy fpirit, 
bring you to a right mind ; convert you to the 
leligion of his Son, whom, put of his abundant 
love to mankind, he fent into the world, that all 
i;cho believe in him ihould not periih, bi|t have 
everl-iQinglife. 

Ypu fwcar, that you think the chriftian religion 
1(3 BPt tru^. I give full credit to ypur oath ; it. is 
ao o^tli in con^ni ation-r— of what ? of an opinion. 
—It proves the fincerity of your declaration of 
your opinion ; but 'the opinion, notwixI)ftanding 
the oath, may be eithei true or fi^lfe. Peri^it ^e 
to produce to you an oath not confirming an opi- 
nioi4 but a fad ; it is the oath of St. Paul, wh/en 
he fwei4irs *jo the Galatians, that in whac he told 
them of his miraculous converfion, be did not ^ell 
a lie : " Nonu the things ixihich I nvriie unto yoUf he* 
b^Uf hfirc Godf I He not^^ "Do \iWX 'y^^^ ^"^ ^'^^ 
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dit to Paul which I give to you, do but confider 
the difference between an opinion and a fa^, and 
I (hall not defpair of your becoming a chiiftian. 

Deifm, you fay, confiRs in a belief of one 
God, and an imitation of his moral chara^er, t>r 
the practice of what is called virtue ; and in this, 
(as far as religion is concerned) you reft all your 
hopes. There is nothing in deifm b^t what is in 
chriftianity, but there is much in chriRianity 
which is not in deifm. The chriRian has no doubt 
concerning a future Rate j every deiR, from Rato 
to Thomas Paine,* is, on this fubje<ft, overwhelm- 
ed with doubts infuperable by human reafon. The . 
chriftian has no mifgivings as to the pardon of pe- 
nitent (inners, through the interceRion of a me- 
diator; the deiR is haraffed with apprehenfion leR 
the moral juRice of God (hould demand, with in- 
exorable rigour, puniftiment for tranfgreflion.— 
The chriRian has no doubt concerning the lawful- 
^nefs and the efficacy of prayer ; the deiR is dlA 
turbed on this point by aSRradl confiderations ron- 
ceming the goodnefs of God, which wants not 
to be eiitrcated ; concerning his forefight, which 
has no need of our information ; concerning his 
immutability, which cannot be changed through 
our fupplication. The chriRian admits th^ pro- 
vidence of God^ and the liberty of human adions; 
the deiR is involved in great difficulties, when ^he 
undertakes the proof of either. The chriRian has 
affurartce that the Spirit of God will help his in- 
firmities ; the deiR does not deny the poffibility 
that God niay have accefs to the human mind,, 
but he has no ground to believe the fadl of his 
either enlightening the underRanding, influencing 
the will, or purifying the heart. 
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LETTER IX. 



** X H O S E," yo\i fay, ** who are not much ac* 
** quainted with ecclefiaftical hiftory, may fuppofe 
" that the book called the New Teftament, has 
" exided ever fmce the time of Jefus Chrift, but 
«* the faft is hiftorically otherwife ; there was no 
** iuch book as the Ne>Y Teftament till more than 
** tjiree hundred years after the tinue that Chrift is 
** faid to have lived.*' This paragraph is calcu- 
lated to miflead common readers ; it is neceffary to 
unfold its meaning. The book, called the New 
Teftament, confifts of twenty -feveri different parts; 
concerning feven of thefe, viz. — th^ Epiftle to the 
Hebrews, that of James, the fecond of Peter, 
the fecond of John, the third of John, that of 
Jude, and the Revelation, there were at firft fome 
doubts ; and the queftion, whether they (hould be 
received into the canon, might be decided, as all 
queftion s concerning opinions muft be, by vote. 
With refpeft to the other twenty parts, thofe who 
arc moft acquainted with ecclefiaftical hiftory will 
tell you, as Du Pin dbes after Eufebius, that they 
were owned as canonical, at all times, and by all 
chriftians. Whether the council of Laodicea was 
held before or after that of Nice, is not a fettled 
point ; all the books of the New Teftament, except 
the R^elation, are enumerated as canonical in 
the Conftitutions of that council •, but k U a. ^^^.t 
midsikc to fuppofe, thai the gct^iU^^^x ^ "^as^ 
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books of the New Teflament were not in general 
ufe among ll chriilians^ long before the council of 
Laodicea was held. This is not merely my opi- 
nion on the fubjed ; it is the opinion of one much 
better acquainted with ecclefiaftical hiftory than 
I am, and, probably, than you arc, — Mojhe'tnu 
The opinions,' fays this author, * or rather the 
conje^ures, of the learned, concerning the lime 
v^hen the books of the New Teftament were col- 
leded into one volume, as alfo about the authors 
of that colledion, are extremely different. This 
important queftion is attended with great ani 
almoft infuperabJe.difBculcies to us in toefe latter 
times. It is however fuflicient for us to know, 
that, before the middle of the fecond century, 
the greateft part of the\)Ooks of the New Tefta- 
ment were read in every chriftianfociety through- 
out the world, and received as a divine rule of 
faith and manners Hence it appears, that thefe 
facred writings were carefully feparated from 
feveral human compofitions upon the fame fub- 
jed, either by fome of the apoftles themfelve's, 
who lived fo long, or by their difciples and fuc- 
ceflbrs, who were fpread abroad through all na- 
tjons. We are well aflured, that xhtfour gojpeh 
were collfi^ed during the life of St. John, and 
that the three firft received the approbation of 
yjis divine apoftle. And why may we not fup- 
pofe, that the other books of the New Tefta- 
ment were gathered together at the fame time ? 
What repders this highly probable is, that tlie 
moft urgent neceffity required its being done. 
For, not long after Chrift's afcenfion into hea- 
ven, feveral hiftories of his life and do^flrlnes, 
full of pious frauds, and fabulous wonjers, were 
cojnpofed.by peifows, vjbpfe mtetitions, perhaps, 
'were not bad, bulw\\c&^u^^xv^^^>'^^^"^«'^^^^ 



{ "5 ) 

* grcateft fuperftitipn and ignorance. Nor was 

* ihis all : produdtions appeared, which were im- 

* pofcd on the world by fraudulent ' men as the 

* wiitings of the holy apoftles. Tl^fe apocryphal 

* and fpurious writings, mutl have produced a fad 

* confufion, and rendered both the hiftory and the 

* do^rine of Chrift uncertain, had not the rulers 

* of the church ufed all pofllble care and diligence 

* in fcparating the books that were truly apoftoli- ' 

* cal and divine, from all that fpurious trafh, and 
« conveying them down to polleritf in one vo- 

* lume.' 

Did you ever read the apology for the chriftians, 
"which Juflin Martyr prefented to the emperor An- 
toninus Pius, to the fenate, and people of Ropi^ ? 
I fhould fooner .expe<fl a falfity'in a petition, which 
any body of perfecuted men, imploring juftice, 
'ihould prefent to the king and parliament of Grea|; 
Britain, th^n iathis apology. Yet in this apolo- 
gy, which was prefented not fifty years after the 
death of St. John, not only parts of ali the four 
gofj>sls art quotfdi but it is exprefsly faid, that on the 
day called Sunday, a portion of them was read in 
the public affemblies of the chriftians. 1 forbear 
purfuing this matter farther ; elfe it might eafily 
be (hewn, that probably the gofpels, and certainly 
fome of St. Paul's epiftles, were known to C/rw^///, 
Jgnatiut\ and Polycarp^ contemporaries with phe 
apoftles. Thefe men could not quote or jefer to 
books which did not exift : and therefore, thougl^ 
you could make it out that the book called the 
New Tedament, did not formally exifl. under that 
title, till 350 years after Chrift ; yet I hold it to 
be a certain fait, that all the books, of which it 
is comp(^fed, were written, and moll of them re- 
ceived by all chiiilians, within a few yeats after 
his death. 
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Yoa raife a difficulty relative to the time wluch | 
intjbrvened between the death and refurredion of 
Jefus, who had faid, that the Son of man Jhall he ] 
three days and three nights in the heart of the earth.^^ \ 
Are you ignorant then, that the jews ofed the 
phrafe three days and three nights, to denote what 
we underftand by three days ? It is faid in Gene- 
fisy chap. vii. 1 2. ** The rain nvas ufon the earth 
forty days and forty nights ;" and this is equivalent 
to the expremon, (ver. 17.) ** And the fiood%sias 
forty days upon the earth** In (lead then of faying 
thiee days and three nights* let us fimply fay,— 
and you will not obje<^ to Chrift's being diree 
days, Friday^ Satarday^ and Sunday^ in the heart 
of the earth. I do not fay that he was in the 
grave the whole of either Friday or Sunday, but • 
an hundred inftances might be produced, from ' 
writers of all nations, in which a part of a day is 
fpolcen of as the whole. — Thus much for the de- 
fence of the hidorical part of the New Tefta- * 
ment. 

You have introduced an account of Fauftust as 
denying the genuinenefs of the books of the Old 
Teftament. Will you permit that great fcholar 
in facred literature, Mickadis^ to tell you fome- 
thing about this Fauftus ? • He was ignorant, as 

* were mod of the African writers, of the Greek 
« language^ and acquainted with the New Tefta* 
« ment merely through the channel of the Latin 
« tranflation : he was not only devoid of a fuffici- 
« ent fund of learning, but illiterate in the higheft 

* degree. An argimient which he brings againft 

* the genuinenefs of the gofpel affords fufficient 

* ground for this aflertion ; for he contends, that 

* the gofpel of St. Matthew could not have been 

* written by St. Matthew himfelf, becaufe he is 
' aJwaysniemioxitd\iv>]i\tOMx^V^'A^^' X<ax\kaow 



i;rho has argued like Fauftus, but I did northmk 
xnyfelf authorifed oh that account to call you illi- 
terate in the highed degree ; but Michaelis makes 
a ftill more fevere conclufion concerning Fauftus ; 
and he extends his obfervation to every man who 
argued like him : < A man capable of fuch an ar- 

* giiment, muft be ignorant not only of the Greek 

• wi iters, the knowledge of which could not have 

• bjsen eicpedled from Fauftus, but even of the 

• Commentaries of Cafar. And were it thought 

* improbable that fo heavy a charge could be laid 

* with juftice on the fide of his knowledge, it 
f would fall with dbublb weight on the fide of his 
.* honeily» and induce us to fuppofe, that, prefer* 
« ring the arts of fophidiy tp the plainnefb of truth, 
•lie maintained opinions which he believed to be 
« falfe.' (Marlh'sTranfl.) Nevermore, I think, 
{hall wc hear of Mofes not being the author «f the 
Pentateuch, on account of its being written in 
the third perfon. 

Not being able to produce any argument to 
render qucftionable either the genuinenefs or the 
authenticity of St. Paul's Epiftles, you tell us, 
that " it is a matter of no great importance by 
** w,hom they were written, Ance the writer, who^ 
ever he was, attempts to* prove his do<5lrine by 
argument : he does not pretend to have been 
V witnefs to any of the fcenes told of the refur- 
•* redion and afcenfion, and he declares that he 
" had noi believed them." That Paul had fo far 
refilled the evidence which the apoftles- had given 
of the refurrediou and afcenfion of Jefus, as to 
be a perl'ecutor of the diiciples of Chrill, is cer- 
tain ; but 1 do not remember the pl^ce where he 
declares that he had not believed them. The high 
priell aud the fenate of the children of Ifrael did 
jaoi deny the reality of thic xniracV^s >ij\C\5tv\vi.^\iit^xw 
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wrought by Peter and the apoflles ; they did not 
contradifl their icftimony concerning the refonec- 
tion and the afcenfion ; but whether ihey believ- 
ed it or not, they t^ere fired with indignation, and 
took counfel to pot the apoRles to death ; and this 
wiis alfo the temper of Paul ; whether he believ- 
ed or did not believe the (lory of the refuircdkion, 
he was exceedingly mad againfl: the faints. The 
writer of Paul's Epi (lies does not attempt to prove 
his dodlrine by argument ; he in many places tells 
us, that his dd^rine was not taoght him by man, 
or any invention" of his own, which required the 
ingenuity of argument to prove it i—I certify you^ 
breihrdfty that the gofpel^ jwhsch ivaspreaefudof'meh 
not after nian* For I neither received it cf man^ nei* 
ther fiuas I tdught it buf by the revelation of Jefus 
Cbrifiy Paul does not pretend to be a witnefs of 
xht flory of the refuT region, but he does much 
more ; heaflerts, that he was himfelf ^ witnefs of 
the refurredlion. After enumerating^ many ap- 
pearances of Jefus to his difciples, Paul fays of 
himfelf, ^^ Loft of ally henvasfeenofmealfoy as of 
one born out of due timeJ^ Whether you will admit 
Paul to have been a true witnefs or not, you can- 
not deny that he pretends to have been a witnefs 
of the rcfufreftion. 

The ftory of his beinir ftruclc to the ground, as 
he was journeying to Damafcus, has nothing in 
it, you fay, miraculous or extraordinary : you re- 
prefenthim as ftruck by lightning. — It is fome- 
what extraordinary for a man, who is ftruck by 
lightning, to have, .at the very time, full pofTet 
fion of his underftanding ; to hear a voice iffuing 
from the lightning, fpeaking to him in the Hebrew 
tongue, calling him by his name,^ and entering 
into convcrfation with Vv\m. HU companions, you 
/a/, appear not to \va.vt{uSeitd "\Vi.\>[\^ ^ccnvs. tkxs^- 
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ner :— the greater the wonderi If it was a com- 
tnon (lorm af thunder and lightning which ftruck 
Paul and all his companions to the ground,v it is 
fomewhat extraordinary that he alone fhould bo 
liuit ; and that, notwithftanding his heing - ftruck 
blind by lightning, he fhould in other refpedts be 
fo little hurt, as to be immediately able to walk in- 
to the city of Damafcus. So difficult is tt to op- 
pofe tTuth by an hypothefis ! In the chara<5tcr of 
Paul you difcover a great deal of violence and fa- 
iiaticifm ; and fuch men, you obfervc, are never 
good moral evidences of any do<5lrine they preach, 
—Read, fir, Lord Lyttleton^s obfervations j^ the 
converfion and apoftlefhip of St. Paul ; anSt^pk 
you will be convinced of the contrary. That ele- 
gant writer thus exprefles his opinion on this fub- 
je<5l— " Befides all the proofs of the chriftian reli- 
gion, which may be drawn from the prophecies of 
the OJid Teftamcnf, from the necelTary conne«51ion 
it has with the whole fyftem of the jewifh religion, 
from the miracles of Chrift, and from the evi- 
dence given of his refurredlion by all the other 
apoftles, I think the converfion and apoftlefhip of 
St. Paul alone, duly confidered, is, of itfelf, a de- 
monftration fufEcient to prove chriftianity to be a 
divine reVelation.'* I hope this opinion will have 
fbme weight with you ; it is not the opinion of a 
lyipg Bible-prophet, of a ftupid evangelift, or of 
diXi a b ab prieft,— but of a learned latjrman, whofe 
illuftrious rank received fplendoi: from his talents. 
Yon are difpleafed with St. Paul " for fetting 
•* out to prove the refurre<5lion of the fame body.'* 
You know, 1 prefume, that the refurre^ion of the 
fame body is not by all, admitted to be a Scriptu- 
ral do^ine.— " In the New Tcftament (wherein 
I think aie contained all the articles of the chrtf- 

• • 
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tian faith) I find our Saviour and the at>ofne8 to 
preach the reftirredion oftbedead^ and the re/urreffian 
from the dead^ in many places ; hut 1 do not remem- 
ber any place where the refuneiftion of the fame bo- 
dy is io much as mentioned." • This obfervationof 
Mr. Locke 1 fo far adopt, as to deny that you can 
produce any place in the writings of St. Paul, 
wherein he fets out to prove the refurredtion of the 
fame body. 1 do not queftion the' poflibility of 
the refunedtion of the fame body, and I am not 
ignorant of the manner in which fome learned 
men have explained it ; (fomevhat after tlie' way 
of your vegetative fpeck in the kernel of a peach ;) 
but as you are difcrediting St. Paul's doijliine, you 
ought to {hew that what you attempt to difcredit 
// the do<5lrine of the apoftle. As a matter of 
choice, you had rather have a better body — you 
will have a better body, — " ydur natural body ii/B 
be raifed a fpiriiual body^** your corruptly e will put 
on incorruption. You are fo much out of humour 
with your prefentfcody, that you inform us, every 
animal in the creation excels us in fomething. 
Now I had always thought, tliat the fmgle c»r- 
cumftanc* of our havinghands, and their having 
none, gave us an infinite fuperiority not only over 
infeds, fifties, fnails, and fpiders, (which yon re- 
prefent as excelling us in loco-motive powers,) but 
over all the#nimals of the creation ; and enabled 
us, in the language of Cicero, defcribing the ma- 
nifold utility of our hands, to make as it were a 
new nature of things. As to what you fay about 
the cpnfcioufnefs of exiftence being the only con- 
ceivable idea of a future life — it proves nothing, 
either for or againft the refurre<flion of a body, or 
r>f the fame body ; '\X does tvot inform us, whe- , 
ther to anyor to wY\at {^l\^^?lxvc^^ m-axtxxA ot Ssst- v 
jnaterial, this confcioufe«:fe\^^'w^^^^^* \\w^^\V 
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However, to, others, who do not admit perfonal* 
identity to confift in confcioufnefs, to difpute with 
you on this point, and willingly fubfcribe to the 
opinion of Mr. Locke, " that nothing but confci- 
oufnefs can unite remote exiilences into the fame 
perfon." 

From a caterpillar's pafling into a torpid ftate 
refembling de<ith, and afterwards appearing a 
fplendid butterfly, and from the (fuppofed) con- 
fcioufnefs of exiilence which the animal had in 
thefe different ftaces, you a(k, "Why muft I be- 
** lieve, that the refurredion of the fame body is 
** necefTary to continue in me the confcioufnefs of 
•* exiftence hereafter ?" — I do not diflike analogi- 
cal reafoning, when applied to proper objedls, and 
kept within due bounds : but where is it faid in 
fcripture, that the refurredion of the fame body 
Is neceflary to continue in you the confcioufnefs of 
exiftence ? Thofe who admit a confcious ftate of 
the foul between death and the refurredlion, will 
contend, that the foul is the fubftance in whiclv 
confcioufnefs is continued without interruption i 
thofe who deny the intermediate ftate of the foul 
as a ftate of confcioufnefs, will contend, that con- 
fcioufnefs is not deftroycd by death, but fufpend- 
ed by it, as it is fufpended during a found fleep^ 
and that it may as eafily he reftored after death, 
as after ileep, during which the fa<si^lties of the 
foul arc not extind but dormant. — Thofe who 
think that the foul is nothing diftiuifl from the 
compages of the body, not a fubftance but a mere 
quality, will maintain, that the confcioufnefs ap- 
pertaining to every individual perfon is not lofl 
when the body is deftroyed ; that it is known to 
God ; and may, at the general jrefurrcdion, be 
Annexed to any iy ftcm of mattv Vit "Ki'^l \^\\i^^^ 

1 z. 
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C to that particular coznpagts to which it bdong- 

:d in this life. 

In rendintjr your book I have been frequently 
fliocked at tlie virulence o( your zeal, at tht inde- 
tnnim of your ahufe in applying vulgar and of- 
fenfive epithets to men who have been held, and 
who will long, I trull, continue to be holden, in 
hi^h eQimation. I know that the fear of calam* 
»y is feldom wholly effaced, it remains long after 
the wound *s healed ; and your abufe of holy men 
iind hnly thrngs will be reme'mberccf, when your 
arguments wgainll them are rtfuted and forgot- 
ten. Mofes you term an arrogant coxcomb, a 
chief alliillin ; Aaron, Jofhua, Samuel, David, 
monflers and impoftors ; the jewifh kings a parcel 
of lafcals ; Jeremiah and th^ reft of the prophets, 
liars ; and Paul a fool ; for having written one of 
the fublimeft compofitions, and on the mod im- 
p()rtant fu bje^t that ever occupied the mind of maa 
— the leflbn in our burial fervice :— tliis leil'on you 
call a doubtful jargon, as deftitute of meaning as 
the lolling of the bell at the funeral. Men of low 
condition ! preffed down, as you often are, by ca- 
lamities generally incident to human nature, amf 
groaning under burdens of mifery peculiar to you 
condition, what thought you when you heard th 
leflbn read at the funeral of your child, your p 
rent, or your friend ? Was it mere jargon to yc 
as deftitute of meaning as the tolling of a^ell f 
No. You under ftood from it, that you would 
nil fleep, but that you would all be chang'ed 
moment at the laft trump ; you underftood f 
ir, that this corruptible muft put on incoirup 
that this mortal muft put on immortality, and 
death would befwaUowed up in vi(5lory ; yoi 
deWiond from it, vbati^ ^^wv.Avj'wVv^tv^v^'^Y 
attempts to lubvert ^out iaw.V'y^t towtvcvN 



( »3J ) 

fitfl, unmoveable, always abounding ih tht worl: 
of the Lord, your labour willnoc be in vain. 

You feem fond of difplaying your {kill in Tcience 
and philofophy ; you fp^ak more than once of 
£uclid ; and, in cenfuring St. Paul, you intimate 
16 us, that when the apoitle fli)"^, one Itar differ- 
€th from another ftar in glory, he ought to have 
faid, in diftance. All men fie that one ftar difFer- 
eth from another ftar in glory or hrightnefs ; but 
few men 4«<?iu that their difference in biightnefs 
arifes from their difference in diftance ; and I beg 
leave to fay, that even you, philofoplier as you 
«re, do not knonu it. You make an affutaption 
•which you cannot prove ; that the ftars are er/ua/ 
in magnitude, and placed at d'tferent diftances from 
the earth : but you cannot prove that they arenoc 
different in ^magnitude, and placed at equal diftan- 
ces, though none of tljem may be fo near to the 
earth, as to have any fenlible annual ^^r^iZax. I 
beg pardon of my readers for touching upon this 
fubje(5l ; but it really moves one's' indignation, to 
fee a fmatteting in philofophy urged as an argu- 
ment againft the veracity of an apoftle.-*--** Little 
learning is a dangerous thing." 

Paul, you fay, affe(5ls to be a naturalift ; and to 
piove (you might more properly have faid illuf- 
trate) his fyftem of refurreiftion from the piinci- 
ples of vegetation—" Thou fool fays he, ** that 
nuhich thoufotveft is not quickened except it die .'"—to 
which one might reply, in his own language, and 
fay, ** Thou fool, Paul, that which thou foweft 
is not quickened except it die w/." It may b$ 
feen, 1 think, from this paifage, whoaffetfls to be 
a naturalift, to be acquainted with the microfcopl- 
cal difcovcries of modern times ; which were pro- 
bably neither known to Paul, nor to the Corinthi- 
ans ; and whicbj had thty bc^w ku^&'N'cv t<:^ ^^vx\ 
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bnOi, would have been of little ufe in the illuftrt- 
tinn of the TuhjevSl of the refurre^ion. Paul faid, 
that which thou fowell is not quickened except it 
die: — every hulband map in Corinth, though una- 
ble perhaps to define the term death, would un- 
derftand the apolUe's phrafe in a popular fenfe, 
and agree with him that a grain of wheat mud he- 
come rotten in the ground before it could fprout ; 
and that, as God raifed from a rotten grain of 
vlieat, the roots, die ftem, the leares, the car of 
a new plant, he might alfo caufe a new body to 
fpring up from the rotten carcafe in the grave. 
Do^ftor Clarke obferves, «« In like manner as in 
every grain of corn there is contained a minute in- 
fenlible feminal piinciple, which is itfelf the entire 
future blade and ear, and in due feafon, when all 
the reft of the grain is corrupted, evolves and un- 
folds itfelf vifibly to the eye ; fo our prefcnt mor- 
tal and corruptible body may be but the exuviae as 
it were, of fome hidden and at piefent infeilfible 
principle, (poflibly the prefent feat of the foul) 
which at the refurredion (hall difcover itfelf in its 
ptoper form." I do not agree with this great 
man (for fuch I efteem him) in this philofophical 
conjeflure ; but the quotation may ferve to (hew 
you, that the germ does not evolve and unfold it- 
felf vifihly to the eye till all the reft of the giain 
is corrupted ; that is, in the language and meaning 
of St. Paul, till it dies. Though the authority of 
Jefus may have as little weight with you as that of 
Paul, yet it may not be improper to quote to you 
our Saviour's expreflion ; when he foretells the 
numerous difciples which his death would produce 
■ — ** Except a corn nf nuheat fall into the ground^ and 
die, it abideth alone : hut if it die^ if bringith forth 
viuch yr«/V.'*— You perceive from this, that the 
jcirs thought the death oC \]tie ^T-a^Tv vi^^ tveceflary 
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to its reprodu£ll6n : hence every one may fee what 
little >rearon joxx had to obje^. to the apotUe's po- 
pular illudration of the poflibility of a refurrec- 
tion. Had he known as much as any natural! tl in 
Europe does; of the progrefs of an animal from 
one (late to another, as from a worm to a butter- 
fly, (which you think applies to the cafe) I am of 
opinion he would not have ufed thai illuftration in 
preference to what he has ufed, Which is obvious 
and iatisfadlory. . 

Whether the fourteen epiftles afcribed to Paul, 
vcre written by him or not, is, in your judgment, 
a matter of indifference. So far from being a 
matter of indifference, 1 confider the gcnuineneis 
of St. Paul's epiftles to be a matter of the greateil 
importance ; for if the epi ftles, afcribed to Paul , were 
•written by him (and there is unquertionable proof 
that they were) it will be difficult for you, oi for 
any man, upon fair principles of found rcafoning, 
to deny that the chriftian religion is true. The ar- 
gument is a fhort one, and obvious to every capa- 
city. It (lands thus : St. Paul wrote feveral let- 
ters to thofe whom, in different countries, he had 
converted to the chriftian faith ; in thefe letters he 
^rms two things : firft> that he- had wrought 
miracles in their prefence ; fecohdly, that many 
of themfelves had received the gift of tongues, 
and other miraculous gifts of the Holy Ghoft. 
The perfons to whom thefe letters were addreffed 
muft, on reading them, have certainly known, 
whether I\iul affirmed what was true, or, told a 
plain lie ; they muft have known, whether they 
had feen him work miracles ; they muft have been 
confcious, whether they themfelves did or did not 
poffefs any miraculous eifts. . Now can you, or 
can any man, believe, for a moiiient, that Paul 
(a man certainly yf great abilities) would have 
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:z pchZic ksers fbH of fies^ ssd vluch could 
iL.-c rail cc "'<:rg »^-oT;rad to be lies, as £bon as 
lii ie^-m vrre read : Paol cocid iloc be goiky 
cf Zk-L-iJMcd in, rbfte two pocnts, or ia either of 
iiLd 3 ehSier « ihesi be tme. tbe chriltian 
[gicu Li one. Refeneaces to theic two poicts 
are fre^pte::! bt S:. Paul's cpi^cs : I wUl mention 
OTiIf a few. In Lis Y^^.Hc to the Galauans, be 
C^ji (chap- iii- 2- 5.) •* T^i srij 'axuld I kttm rf 
y.^j r*.v,^;fj T^ /f«f jprit f girts 01 the fpixit) ly tie 
Kz-Trks zf th-i Lns ? Hs miTu/nrffth tm j9M. tkcJpirlU 
and rscrksth miradif czakh^ ?;^" To the ThefTa- 
lcT.iar.» Le iars (iThed. ch. i. 5-) ** Our gr'pil came 
Kit mrj6 7£a is o.-'sr/ 01::^, W tf/G /« fcsuer^ ami in 
ths H'iiy GtcfiJ* To the Coriaihians be thus ex- 
preaes hinUelf. ( i Cor. ii. 4 ) ** Mj preacking nvas 
n'jt HKith enticing r::zrdt if man^M t:ifd^Ht^ but in tbe 
dem'^njlrati'in if tb: fpirit and sj* pcr,uer C^ and be 
adds the reafbn for his working miiacles — " Tkat 
yo'.ir faitbfo'-juld n'it fland in the ivijdom of fnenj hut in 
tkepVMcr of God,** With what alacrity would the 
faction at Cotinth, which oppofed the apodle, have 
laid hold of this and many fimilar declarations in 
the letter, had they been able to have detei^led 
any falfehood in theiri I There is no need to rouU 
tiply words on fo clear a point ; the genuinenefs 
of Paul's Epiftles proves their authenticity, inde- 
pendently of every other proof ; for it is abfuid 
in the extreme to fuppofe him, under circumflan- 
ces of obvious detedion, capable of advancing 
what was not true ; and if Paul's Epiftles be both 
genuine and authentic, the chriftian religion is 
true. — Think of this argument. 

You clofe yddr obfervations in the following 
manner: — " Should the. Bible (meaning, as.l 
huve before remarked* \.Vve OVd Tcijlapi^nt,) and 
TclUmcni hereafter £ai\, it vsxiox.ltV-axV-a.^O^wo. 



( ^37 ) 

the occafion." You look, I think, upon your 
produ^fllon with a pareoit's partial e^e, when you 
ipeak of it in fuch a ftyle of felf- complacency, 
'i'he Bible, fir, has withftood the learning of Par* 
phry, and the power of Juliany to fay nothing of 
the nianlchean Fauflm ,-. it has refifted the genius* 
of Bolirigbrokcf and the wit of Voltaire^ to fay no- 
thing of a numerous herd of inferior alfailants ; and 
it wHl not fall by your force. • Ypu have barfed 
anew the blunted arrows, of former adverfaries ; 
you have feathered thehi with blafpherhy and ri- 
dicule i dipped them in , J^ur deadlieft poifon^ 
aimed them with your utmoft fkill ; Ihot therii 
againft ihe fhield of faith with your utmoll vi- 
gour ; but, like the feeble javelin of aged Priam^ 
they will fparcely reach the rnatk, will fall to the 
grouiicLwithout a llroke. 
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LETTER X. 



A H E remaining part of your work can hardly 
be made the fubjedt of animadverfion. It prin- 
cipally confifts of unfupported aflcrtions, abufive 
appellations, illiberal farcafms, Jirifes of 'wnrds^ 
pmfane babblingsy and oppofttions of fclence falfely Jb 
called, I am hurt at being, in mere juftice to the 
fubjeft, under the neceffity of ufing fuch harfh 
language ; and am fmcerely forry that, from 
what caufe I know not, your mind has received 
a wrong bias in every point refpedling revealed 
religion. You are capable of better things ; for 
there is a philofophical fublimity in fome of your 
ideas, when you fpeak of the Supreme Being, as 
the creator of the univerfe. That you may not 
accufe me of difrefpe<fl, in paffing over any part 
of your work without bellowing proper attention 
upon it, I will wait upon you through what you 
•all your — conclujion. 

You refer your reader to the former part of the 
Age of Reafon ; in which you have fpoken of what 
you efteem three frauds, myfleryy miracle^ and 
prophecy, I have not at hand the book to which 
you refer, and know not what you have faid on 
thefe fubje<5ts ; they are fubje(5ls of great impor- 
tance, and we, probably, ihould differ efTentiaHy 
in our opinion concerning them ; but, 1 confefs, 
Jam not forry to be exculed from examining what 
you have faid on lYvtfe ^o\u\.%* TV«.^^^OvTc«aof 
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yonr reafoning, which is now before me, h^s ta- 
ken from me every inclination to trouble either 
my reader, or myfelf, with any obfervations on 
your former book. 

You admit the poffibility of God's revealing his 
will to man ; yet " the thing fo revealed," you fay, 
'• is revelation to the perfon only to whom it is 
" made ; his account of it to another is not reve- 
«' lation." This is true; his account is fimple 
tcUimony. \ouadd, there is no *• poflible cri- 
** terion to judge of the truth of what he fays." 
This I pofuively deny ; and contend, that a real 
miracle, performed in attellation of a revealed 
truth, is a certain criterion by which we may 
judge of th^ truth of that attellation. I am per- 
fe(5lly aware of the obje<5lions which may be made 
to this pofition ; I have examined them with care ; 
I acknowledge ihcm to be of weight ; but I do not 
fpeak unadvifedly, or as wifliing to didatc to other 
men, when I fay, that I am perfuaded the pofi- 
tion'is true. So thought Mofes, when, in thf? 
matter of Korah, he faid to the Ifraelites, ** If 
thefe men die the common death of all men, then the 
Isord hath not fent me** So thought Elijah, when 
he faid, " Lord God of Ahrahatn^ IJaac^ and of If 
raeU let it he knonvn this day, that thou art God in 
Ifraely and that I am thy fervant ;** and the people 
before whom he fpake, were of the fame opinion ; 
for, when the fire of the Lord fell, and confumed 
the burnt facrifice, they faid, " The Lord he is the 
Cod.^* So thought our Saviour, when he faid, 
* . The Ivor ks that I do in my Father's name, they hear 
.'witnefs of me;*^ and, ** if 1 do not the nvorks of viy 
Father, believe me not**^ What reafon have we to 
believe Jefus fpeaking in the^ofpel, and to difbe- 
lieve Mahomet fpeaking in the Kor^n ? Both of 
them lay claim lo a divine comml(rvow.\ ^^d '^^x. 
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w6 receive the words of the one a^ a revelatiofi 
from God, and we reje<5l the words of the other 
as an irnpofture of man. The reafon is evident; 
Jefus cftablilhed his pretenfions, not by alledging 
any fecret communication with the Deity, but by 
working numerous and indubitable miracles in 
the prefence of thoufands, and which the mod 
bitter and watchful of his enemies could not dif- 
allow ; but Mahomet wrought no miracles at "all. 
.Nor is a miracle the only criterion by which we 
may judge of the truth of a relation. If a feries of 
prophets (hould, through a courfe of many cen- 
turies, predi(5t the appearance of a certain perfon, 
whom God would, at a particular time, fend into 
the woild for a particular end ; and at length a 
perfOn fhould appear, in whom ail the predi&ions 
were minutely ac^omplifhed ; fuch a completion 
of prophecy would be a criterion of the truth of 
that revelation, which that perfon fhould deliver 
to mankind. Or if a perfon fhould now fay (as 
many falfe prophets hayefaid, and are daily fay- 
ing) that he had a commiffion to declare the will 
of God ; and, as a proof of his veracity, Ihould 
prediift that, after his death, he would rife from 
the dead on the third day ; the completion of fuch 
a prophecy would, I prefumc, be a fufficient cri- 
terion of the truth of what'this man might have 
faid concerning the will of God. No'w I tell youy 
fays Jclus to his difciples, concerning Judas, who 
was lo ben ay him) before it cQVie^ that 'when it it 
cof/je to (>afi ye may believe that I am he. In various 
parts of the gofpels our Saviouj, with the utmo'ft 
propriety, claims to be received as the meffenger 
of God, not only from the miracles which he 
wrought, hut from the prophecies which were 
fiiiftlltd in his perfon, and fiom the predictions 
wA/ch he himfelf ddwci<ii» 'V\^'tts.^> vc^^-^^i of 
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there being no criterion by which we may judge 
o{' the truth of the chri(tian xievelatioHj there are 
clearly three. It is an eafy matter to ufe an in- 
decorous flippancy of language in fpeaking of the 
chriftiau religion, and with a fupercilious negli- 
gence to clafs Chriil and his apoftles arnongft the 
impoftors who have figured in the world ; but if 
is not, I think, an eafy matter for any man, of 
good fenfe and found erudition, to miU^e an im- 
pariial examination into any one of the three 
grounds of chriilianity which I have here m^en- 
tioued, and to lejeft it. > 

What is it, you a(k, the Bible leaches ? The 
prophet Micah Ihall anfwer you : it teaches us— 
*' to dojujily^ to love mercy^ and to 'walk humbly *with 
fiur God/* — juftice, mercy, and piety, inftead of 
what you contend for — rapine, cruelty, and mur- 
<dcr. What is it, you demand, the Teftament 
teaches us ? You anfwer your queftion, to believe 
that the /Almighty committed debauchery with a tmrnan, 
Abfurd and impious aflertion ! No, fir, no ; this 
profane doflrine, this miferable fluff, tliis blafphe- 
mous perverfion of fcripture, is yoqrdoftiine, not 
that of the New Teftament. I will tell you the 
leifon which it teaches to infidels as well as be- 
lievers; it is a lelfon which philofophy never 
taught, which wit cannot ridicule, nor fophiftry 
dil prove ; the lelfon is this : " The dead Jljall hear 
the voice of the Son of Godj and they that hear Jhall 
live : all that are in their graves Jhall come forth; they 
. that have done good ^ unto the rejurre^lion of life ; and 
they that have done evil^ unto the refurre6iion of dam* , 
nation,** 

The moral precepts of the gofpel are fo well 
.fitted to promote the happinefs of mankind ii\ this 
w^orld, and to prepare humAtv T\AV\rt^ Uvc vV\<5. <>i.- 
tare enjoyment of that bWXcdt^tfe^ o^S. n«\\\^n\^ 
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our prfcfent ftate, we can form no conception, that 
I had no expeftation ihey would have met with 
your difapprobation. You fay, however, " As 
" to the fcraps of morality that are ifregularly 

• " and thinly fcatter ed in thofe books, they make 
" no part of the pretended things revealed religion." 
•* tVhatfoever ye nuould that menjhould do to joji^ do . 
*^ ye evenfo to rkemJ^ Is this a fcrap of morality ? 
* Is it not rather the concentered efTence of all 
ethics, the vigorous root from which every branch 
of moral duty towards each other may be derived? 
Duties, you know, are diftinguifhed by moralifts 
into duties of perfeft and imperfecft obligation : 
does the Bible teach you nothing, when it inftru«fls 
you, that this diftindion is done away ? when it 

. ,bids you *•* put on hotels of mercies, k'tndnefs^ hunt" 
hlenefs of mind y meeknefs^ long fufferingy forbearing one 
another and forgiving one another ^ if any man have a 
quarrel againfl any J* Thefe, and precepts fuch as 
thefe, you will in vain look for in the codes of 
Frederic^ or yuflinian; you cannot find them in 
our ftatute books ; they were not taught, nor are 
they taught, in the ichools of heathen philof^phy ; 
or, if fome one or two of them fhould chance to 
be glanced at by a Plato', a Seneca, or a Cicero, 
they arc not bound upon the confciences of man- 
kind by any fan<5lion. It is in the gofpcl, and in 
the gofpel alone, that we learn their importance ; 
ads of benevolence and brotherly love may be, to 
an unbeliever, voluntary a<5ls, to a chriftian they 
are indifpenfahle duties. Is a new commandment no 
part of revealed religion \ ^^ A ne^ commandment 
/ ^ive untoyouy That ye love one axioth^r." The kiw 
iT)/ chriftian benevolence \s eu^ciXTvfc^ \i%\i-^<Oa\^ 

himfelf in the moft foXetnxvmizLx^xvtT, ^%\V^ ^x^xsjr 
guiHiing h^d^Q of ouiWvw?,V^sei^icv^\^^. 
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Two precepts you particularize as incorififtcnt 
with the dignity and the nature of man : thai of 
not rejenting injuries; and that of loving enemies. — 
Who bur* yourfelf, ever interpreted literally the 
proverbial phrafe, ^^ If a man finite thee •n thy right 
cheeky turn to him the other alfiP Did Jefus hlm- 
felf turn the other cheek when the officer of the 
high priefl fmote him ? It is evident, that a pa- 
tient acquiefcence under flight perfonal injuries, is 
here enjoined ; and that a pronenefs to revenge, 
which inftigaies men to favage a<5ts of brutality, 
for every trifling offence, is forbidden. As to 
loving enemies, it is explained, in another place, • 
to mean the doing them all the good \x\ our pow- 
er ; " if thine enemy hunger, feed him ; if he 
*» thirfl, give him drink :" and what think you is 
more likely to preferve peace, and to promote 
kind affe<5lions amongd men, than the returning 
good for evil \ Chrillianity does not order us to 
love in proportion to the injury ; " it does not offer 
a premium for a crime^^ it orders us to let our be- 
nevolence extend alike to all, that we may emu- 
late the benignity of God himfelf, who maketh 
•' his fun to rife on the evil and on the good?* 

In the law of Mofes, retaliation for deliberate 
iiljunes had been ordained; an eye for an eye^ a tooth 
for a tooth* Arifiuley in his ircatife of morals, 
fays; that fome thought retaliation of perfonal 
wrongs an equitable proceeding ; Rhadamanthus is 
faid to have given h his fanflion ; the decemviral 
laws allowed it ; the common law of England 
did not forbid it ; and it is faid to be ftill the law 
of fome countries, even in chriftendom : but the. 
mildfpmt of chriftianity a\>fo\\iX.eVj ^\c5tv.^\\.s^^^^. 
only the retaliation of in)UT\es,\>\JX \!cvt\^^x5^?^''^^ 
of every rcfentful propeutit^. 
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" It has been," you affirm, ** the fchcme of the 
*' chriftian church, to hold man in ' fgnorahce of 
" the Ci-eator, as it is of government to hold hini 
•* in ignorance of his rights." I appeal to the 
plain fenfe of any honeft man, to judge "whether 
this reprefentation be true in eiiher particular. 
When ne attends the fervice of the church, docs' 
he difcover any defign in the minifter to keep him 
in ignorance or his Creator ?' Ar6 not the public 
prayers in which he joins, the leflbns which afc 
read to him, the fermons which are preached to 
him, all calculated to imprefs upon his mind a 
ilrong convidtion of the mercy, juftice, holinefs, 
power, and wifdom of the one adorable God« 
blefled for ever ! By thefe means which the chrif- 
tian church hath provided for our inftrudlion, I 
will venture to fay, that the mofl unlearned con- 
gregation of chriftians in Great Britain have more 
juft and iubliiTie conceptions of the Creator, a 
more perfeft knowledge of their duty towards him, 
and a ftronger inducement to the pra^ice of vir- 
tue, holinefs, and temperance, thati all the phi- 
lofophers of all the heathen countries in the world 
ever had, or now have. If, indeed, your fchemc 
fliould take place, and men fhould no longer be- 
lieve their Bible, then would they foon become as 
ignorant of the Creator, as all the world was 
when God called Abraham from his kindred; and 
as all the world, which has had i^o communication 
with eiiher jews or chriftian s, now is. Then 
would they foon bow down to ftocks and ftones 
kifs their hand (as they did in the time of Job, and 
as the poor African does now) lo the moon 'walking 
in brightnefs^ and d^ny the God that is above ; then 
would they worfhip Jupiter, Bacchus, and Venus, 
and emulate, in the UAtvfcetid^tvi fta^tioufhcfs of 
ihciT li ves, the impure mot2L\^ oi \!cvsivc ^^^"Si. 
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What defign ha% government to keep men in 
Ignorance of their rights ? None wiiatever. All 
wife ftatefmefl are perfuaded, that the more men 
know of their rights, the better fubjeds they will 
become. Subjefts, not from neceflity but choice, 
are the firmed friends of every government. The 
people of Great Britain are well acquainted with 
their natural and focial rights ; they under (land 
them better than the people of any other country 
do ; they know that they have a right to be free, 
not oqly from the capricious tyranny of any one 
man's will, but from the more afflidling defpotifm 
of republican fadlions; and it is this very know- 
ledge which attaches them to the conftitution of 
their country. I have no fear that the people 
fhould know too much of their rights ; my fear 
is that they (hould not know them in all their le- 
lations, and to their full extent. The govei nment 
does not defire that men (hould remain in igno- 
rance of their rights ; but it both defires, and re- 
quires, that they fhould not di^urb the public 
peace, under vain pretences ; that they &ould 
make themfelves a^cquainted, not merely with the 
rights, but with the duties alfo of men in civil fo- 
ciety. I am far from ridiculing (as fome have 
done) the rights of man ; I have long ago under- 
ftood, that the poor as well as the rich, and that 
the rich as well as the poor, have, by nature, fome 
liglits, which no human government can juftly 
take from them, without their tacit or ezprefs con- 
fent ; and fome alfo which they themfelves have 
no power to furrender to any government. One 
of the principal rights of man, in a (late either of 
nature or of focicty, is a right of property in the 
fruits of his indudry, ingenuity, or good fortune. 
—Does government hold any man in ignorance of 
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this right ? So much the contrary, that the chief 
citxe of government is to declare^ afeertain, i^o- 
dify, and defend this right ; nay, it gives right, 
where nature gives none ; it protects the goods of 
an inteUate ; and it allows a man, at his death, 
to difpofe of that property, which the law of na^ 
lure would caufe to revert into the common flocl^ 
f)incere]y as 1 aip attached to t})e liberties of man- 
kind, 1 cannot but profefs myfelf an utter enemy 
to that fpurious philofophy, that democratic tB£^ 
nicy, which would equalize all property, and level 
all di{lin<ftions in civil fociety. " Perp^oal diAindi- 
ons, 'ariiing from fuperior probity^ learning, eio- 
<)uence, (kill, courage, and from every other ex- 
icellency of talents, are the very blood and nerves 
of the body politic ; they animate the whole, and 
invigorate every part ; without them, its bones 
would become reeds, and its marrow water ; it 
would prefently link into a fetid fenfelefs mafs of 
corruption. — Power may be ufed for private ends, 
and in oppofuion to the public good; rank may be 
inipropeily conferred, and infolently fuftained; 
riches may be wickedly acquired, and vicioufly 
applied : but as this is neither neceifarily, nor ge- 
nerally the cafe, I cannot agree with thofe who, 
in affercing tlie natural equality of men, fpum the 
infticuted diliindions attending power, rank, and 
liches. — But I mean not to enter into any difcuf* 
lion on this fubjed, farther than to iky, that your 
criininauGn of government appears to me to be 
wholly unfounded ; and m exprefs 'my hope, that 
no one Individual will be fo far mifled by difquid- 
tionson fche rights of man, as to think that he has 
any Tight to do wrong ; as to forget that other 
men have rights as well as he. 

Yon arc animated wvxiv ipio^ei> fentiments of pi- 
er/, when you fpeak o£ xh<: ^t\x^u\^ o^^ xisx^ n^v 
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▼erie. No one, indeed, who confiders it with at- 
tention, can fall of having his mind filled . with 
the fupremeft veneration for its Author. Who 
can contemplate, without aftoniihment, the mo- 
tion of a comet, running far beyond the orb of 
Saturn', endeavouring to efcape into the pathlefs- 
regions of unbounded {pace, yet feeling, at its 
utmoft di dance, the attmdive inAuence of the 
fun, hearing, as it were, the voice of God arret- 
ing its progrefs, and compelling it, after a lapfe 
of ages, to reiterate its ancient courfe ? Who can 
comprehend the diftance of the ftars from the 
earth, and from each other ?-^It Is fo great that it 
•mocks our conceptron ; our very imagination is 
terrified, confounded, and loft, when we are told, 
that a ray of light, which moves at the rate of 
above ten millions of miles in a minute, will not, 
though emitted at this inftant from the brightefb 
ftar, reach the earth in lefs than fix years.— We 
think this earth a great'fflobe $ and we fee th« fad 
wickednefs which individuals aie often guilty of, 
in (craping together a little of its dirt : we view, 
with ftill greater aftonifhment and horror, the 
mi^ty ruin which has, in all ages, been brought 
upon human kind, by the low ambition of con- 
tending powers, to acquire a temporary poffeflion 
of a little portion of its furface. But now doed 
the whole of this globe fmk, as it were, to nothing, 
when we confider that a nriillion of eartlis will 
icarcely equal the bulk of the fun : that all the 
ilars are funs ; and that millions of funs conftitute, 
probably, but a minute portion of that material 
world, which God hath diftrihuted through the 
immenflty pf fpace ? Syftems, however, of in- 
fenfible matter, though arranged in exqulfite or- 
der, prove only the wifdom and the ^ower of the 

It », 
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gresit Archite<fV of nature. As percipient beings, 

ve look for fomething more— for his gc)odnefs ; i 

and we cannot open our eyes without feejng it. j 

Every portion of the earth, fea, and air, is full 
of fenfitive beings, capable^ in their refpedive or- 
ders, of enjoying the good things which God has 
prepared for their comfort. All the orders of be- 
ings are enabled to propagate their kind ; and thus 
provifion is made for a fucceOive continuation of 
happinefs. Individuals yield to the law of diflblu* ' 
tion infepatable fiom the matetial ftrudlure of their 
bodies : but no gap is tl^ereby left in exigence ; 
their place is occupied by other individuals capa- 
ble of participating in the goodneiis of the Al- 
mighty. Contemplations fuch as thefe fill the 
mind with humility, benevolence, and piety. 
But why (hould we flop here ? why not contem- 
plate the goodnefs of God in the redemption, as 
w^ell as in the creation of the world ? By the 
death of his qnly begotten Son Jefus Chrift, he 
hath redeemed the whole human race from the 
eternal death, which the tranfgrefljon of Adam 
had entailed on all his pofterity. You believe no- 
thing about the tranfgreflion of Adam. The hif. 
tory of Eve and the ferpent excites your contempt ; 
you will not admit that it is either a real hi (lory ^ 
or an allegorical reprefentation of death entering 
into the world through fm, through difobedience 
to the command of God. Be it fo. You find, 
however, that death doth reign over all mankind, 
by whatever mean it was introduced : this is not 
a nia.tter of belief, but of lamentable knowledge. 
1 he New Te (lament tells us, that, through the 
merciful diipenfauoT\ o? Ooa> Q:\vi:\^ W\3cw ^i^er- 
CD/ne death, and retloied Tc\^.tv\.o\}ti^x\TcvTCtfirt\'^^^ 
i^Jiich Adam hadloi\: t\us 2X^0 ^oxx x^'lv^^^x^X^. 
/eve. Why ? Becaui:^ 70U catvt.ox ^cc^vvc.^1^^ >^^ 
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propriety of this redemptif)n. Miferable reafon f 
flupid objedion ! What is there that you can ac- 
count for ? Not for the germination of a blade of 
grafs, not, for the fall of ihe leaf of the forcft ; 
and will you refufe to eat of the fruits of the earth, 
becaufe God hath not given you wifdom equal to 
his own? Will you refufe to lay hold nn immortali- 
ty, becaufe he has not given you, becaufe he, pro- 
bably, couM not give to fuch a being as man, a 
full manifeftation of the end for which he defigns 
him, nor of the means requifite for the attainment 
of that end ? What father of a family can make 
level to the apprehenfion of his infant children, 
all the views of jiappinefs which his paternal good- 
nefs is preparing for them ? How can he explain 
to them the Utility of reproof, correction, inftrnc- 
tion, example, of all the various means by which 
he forms their minds to piety, tfemperance, and 
probity ? We are children in the hand of God ; 
we are in the veiy infancy of our exidence ; juft 
feparated from the womb of eternal duration ; it 
may not be poflible for the Father of the univerfe 
to explain to us (infants in. apprehenfion!) the 
goodnefs and the wifdom of his 'dealings with the 
fons of men. What qualities of mind will be ne- 
ce^Tary for our well-doing through all eternity, we 
know not ^ what difcipline in this infancy of ex- 
igence may be neceifary for generating thefe qua- 
lities, we know not ; whether God could or could 
not, confiftehtly with the general good, have for-r 
given the iranfgreflion of Adam, without any 
atonement, we know not ; whether the malignity 
of fm be not fo great, fo oppofite to the general 
good, that it cannot 'be forg^iv^u 'wVvvlQL v^ ^^\<is»^ 
that is, whiiA the mind Tetavtvs a \itcsr^^'^^>s.^ ^^ ^^ 
we know not : fo that \i \S\txt, fttfiv\^ ^»^ ^T^ 
greater difficulty in co* ^pxcVv^xvdAtv'g^^icifc xc^^<^^ ^ 



Gb^s moral govtrtiment of manktmi timn there 
really is, there would be tid reafon for doubting of . 
lit re^ituck. If the whok iaiuman race be coufi*, 
dcredasbut one fmall member of a large com* 
munity of free atid inteUigent beings of idtfferetit 
Of ders> and if this whole tornmunity be ful]^d te» 
difcipline aifdlaws produ6ive &f thegteateft poffi^ 
ble good to the whole fyftem, then may we ftill 
nfore reafonably ^^e^ bur capacity K» compre- 
hend the wifdom ^tid' goodnefs- of all God's pnt^ 
cetdings in the morsd government of the univerle. 
You are lavifh in your praife of dei£tti $ it is fo 
much better than atheifin» that I mean tiottoiay 
any thing to its difcredit; is is not,- however, 
without its difficultiGS. What think you of an un- 
caufed caufe of every thing ? of a B^i«ig who hat 
no relation to time» not being older ro^^y than 
he was ycfterday, nor younger to-day than he will 
be to-morrow ? who has no relation -to fpace* not 
being a part here and a part there> err a whole any 
where ? What think you of an omnifcient Being, 
who cannot know the future a(5lions of a man ? 
Or, if his omhifcience enables hhn to know tkem, 
what think you of the contrngency of human ac- 
tions ? And if human aflipns are not contingent, 
what think you of the morality Df anions, of the 
dilUn«Slion between vice and virtue, crime and in- 
nocence, fin and duty ? What 4:hmk you of the 
iilfinitc goodnel's of a Being, whoexifted through 
eternity, without any emanation of his goodnefs 
manifeftcd in the creationofftufitive beings ? Or, 
if you contend that there has been an eternal cre- 
ation, what think you of an effe^ coeval with its 
caufe, of matter not poftefior to its Maker ? 
What think you of the exiftence of evil, moral 
and natural, in t\ie woxiVi oi «ltv Kti^-^Ua Bein^, 
powerful, wife, ftad goo^i^ ^VWciSR. Jto<^n««^-j& 
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the gift tf freedom of will, when tlic abufe d( 
fteedbib becomes the caufe of ^etieral mifery ? I 
ccmld proptofe to ybur confideration a great many 
other queftions of a fimilar tendency, the con- 
templation of which has driven not a few ff om 
deifnl to atheifm, juft as the difficnlties in reveal- 
^ teiighn have driven yourfelfy afid fome other s, 
firom chriftisinity to deifm. 

For my own part, I can fee no reafon why c$^ 
dier revealed or natural religion fhould be aban- 
doned, on account of the difficulties which attend 
either of them. I lo6k up to the incomprchcnfi- 
YAt Maker of heaven and earth with unfpeakable 
admiration and felf-annihilation, and am a deift. 
-^I contemplate, with the utmoft gratitude an J 
humility of mind, his unfearchable wifdom and 
goodneis in the redemption of the world frorti 
eternal death, through the intervention of his Sort 
Jefus Chrid, and atrt a chriftian. — As a' deill, I 
have little expedlaiion ; as a chriftian, I have no 
doubt of a future ftate. I fpeak for myfelf, arid 
may be in an error, as to the ground of the firll 
fstrt of this opinion. You, and otlier men, may 
conclude diflferently. From the inert natiiie of 
matter, from the faculties of the human mind, 
from the apparent imperfection of Gad's moral 
g^overnment of the world, from many modes of 
analogical reafoning, and froni other Tources, 
fbme of the phllofophers of antiquity did coUefl, 
and modem philofophers may, perhaps, colled a 
ftrong probability of a future exiftence, but (which 
is quite a diftindt queftion) of a future ftate of re- 
tribution, proportioped tb otir mora) conduift irt 
this world. Far be it from Trie to loofen ariy of 
the obligations to virtue ; but I muft confefs, that 
I cannot, from the fame fources of argu mental 
^D,' dmvt ady po&tivt affiotavic^ ^stL \i«. Sjs§5!i\v:^, 
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Think then with what thankfulnefs of heart I re- 
ceive the word of God» which tells toie that though 
** in Adam (by the condition of our nature) tdl 
die i*^ yet ** in Chriji (by the covenant of grace) 
fhall all be made al'tve*^ I lay hold on ** eternal life 
at the gift of G$d through Jefus Chrijl ;" I confider 
it not as any appendage to the nature I derive 
from Adam, but as the free gift of the Almightyy 
through his Son, whom he hath condituted IjOid 
of all, the Saviour, the Advocate, and the Judge 
of human kind. 

" Deifm," you affirm, " teaches us, without 
*^ the podibility of being miftaken, all that is ne- 
** cefFary or proper to be known." There arc 
three things, which all reafbnable men admit are 
neceffary and proper to be known ; the being of 
God ; die providence of God ; a future ftate of 
xetribution. Whether ihefe three truths are fo 
taught us by deifm, that there is no poflTibility of 
being miftaken concerning any of them, let the 
hiftory of philofophy, and of idolatry, and fu- 
perftition, in all ages and countries, determine. 
A volume might be filled with an account of the 
raiftakes into which the greateft reafoners have 
fallen, and of the uncertainty in which they lived, 
with refpeft to every one of thefe points. I. will 
advert, briefly, only to the Uft of them. Not- 
withftanding the illuftrious labours of Gaffendi^ 
Cud*wGrth^ Clarke^ Baxter^ and of above two hun- 
dred other modem writers on the fubjeft, the ?:a- 
t ur a/ moTt7i\iiy or immortality of the human foul 
is as little underftoodby us, as it was by th&phi- 
lofophcrs of Greece or Rome. The oppofite opi- 
nions of Plato and o£ Epicurus oxv \.Vi% fuhie«5t, 
hdve their fevera\ fupvoT\.t\s ^ltcvoxv^^ x^c^^V-axv.t^ 

of the prefent age, m Gi^^^ ^^^""'^'^^ J?,^v^^^^ 
France, Italy, in eve.7 et^V^^^v^x.^^ ^^xv ^^ S^- 
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world ; and they who have been mod ferioufly oc- ^ 
cupied in the ftudy of the queftion concerning^ a 
future ftate» as deducible from the nature of the 
human foul, arc lead difpofed to give from reafon 
a politive decifion of it either way. The impor- 
tance of revelation is by nothing rendered more 
apparent* ,than by the difcordant fentiments of 
learned and good men (for I fpeak not of the ig- 
norant and immoral) on this point. They fhew 
the infufficiency of human reafon, in a ccurfe of 
above two thoufand years, to unfold the myfteries 
of human nature, and to furnifh, from the con- 
templation of it, any aflurance of the quality of 
our future condition. If you (hould ever become 
perfuaded of this infufficiency, (and you can Icarce 
fail of becoming fo, if you examine^ the niattef • 
deeply) you will, if you act rationally, be difpofl 
ed toinveftigate, with ferioufnefs and iinpaniality, 
the truth of chriftianity. You will fay of the gof- 
pel, .as the Northumbrian heathens faid of Fault' 
nujs by whom they were converted to the cbiiftian 
religion — * The' more we rcfle<5l on the nature of 

* Qur fouls, the lefs we know of it ! Whilft it ani- 

* mates our body, we may know fome of its pro- 

* perties 4 but when once fejparated, wtficnow not 

* whither it goes, or from whepce it came. Since, 

* then, \h^g9Jfpel pretends to give us clearer notions 

* of thefe matters, we ought lo hear it, and lay- 

* ing afide all pailion and prejudice, follow that 
' which fhall appear moft conformable to tight 

* reafon.' 

What a blefling is it to beings, with fuch limit- 
ed capacities as our's confeift dly are, to have God 
himfelf for our inllru^or- in everY thiu^ which it 
much concerns us to ktvov* \ ^^ •a,\^^xvcssL\^'^^ 
concerned in knowing — ^tvo\.xVv^ oVx'^v^^'^ "^^ ^^ 
the recondite depths o£ fc\^xi^^— ^^^'^:^^^^^'^ 
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of mighty empires defolating the globe by their 
contentions — not the iubtikies of logic, the myf* 
teries of metaphyfKs, the fublimities of poetry, 
ot the niceties of criticifm. Theie> and fubje^i 
fuch as thefe, properly occupy- the learned leifure 
of a few ; but the bulk of human kind have ever 
been, and mud ever remainy ignorant of thenft 
all ; they mud, of neceflity, remain in the fame 
ftate with that which a German emperor voUinta* 
rily put himfelf into, when he made a refolution^ 
bordering on barbarifm, that he would never read 
a printed book. We are all, of every rank and 
Condition, equally concerned in knowrng, what 
will become of us after death ; and, if We are to 
live again, we are interefted in knowing, whether 
it be poffible for us to do any thing whilft we live 
here, which may render that future life an happy 
one. Now, •* that tbhig called chrlflianity^^ as you 
fcoffingly Ipeak ; that laft beft gift of God, as I 
cfteem it, the gof^el oi Jefus Chrift, has given us 
the mod clear and fatisfa(5lot7 information on 
both thefe points. It tells ns, what deifm never 
could have told U3, that we (hall certainly be raif- 
ed from the dead ; that, whatever be the nature 
of the fouH we fliall certainly live for pver ; and 
that, whilft we live^ here, it is poilihle for us to 
do much towards die rendering that everlafting" 
life an happy one. Thefe are tremendous truths* 
to bad men ; they cannot, be received and refledl- 
ed on with indifference by the beft ; and ihey fug- 
geft to all fuch* a cogent motive to vinuous af^ion,' 
as deifiti could not furnifh even to Brutus him- 
felf. 
Sotne men have beexv vj^ti^^^ to vcv^^itlltY hy*- 
^ciouihcfs of life; and fom<t mvi^ \va.'^t.\v'^5^^x\\\- 
ca/// profcfled chiiaVawL^ ttom ^to^V^^^- ^*^ '^^'«^'' 

PP/ai advaatage ; but» bcm^ ^ ^^^^i,^^ ^ ^^ 
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chara<5tcr, I neither ii^pute the former to yoH, tw>rr 
can admit the latter as operating on myfelf. The 
generality of unbelievers are iiich, from want of 
information on the fubje^ of religion; having 
been engaged from their youth in Rruggliog for 
worldly diiiindion, or perplexed with the ince&nt 
intricacies of bufmefs, or bejivildered in the pur^ 
fuits of pleafure, they have neither ability, incli- 
nation, nor letfure, to enter into critical difquifi* 
tions concerning the truth of chridianity. Men 
of this defcription are foon (lartled by objedtons 
which they are not competent to anfwer ; and the 
loofe morality of the age (fo oppofite to chrifttaa 
pcrfe6lion!) co-operating withjheir'w^nt of fcrip- 
tural knowledge, they prefently get rid of their 
furfery faith, and aie feldom fedulous in the ac- 
quifition of another founded, not on authotity, 
but fober invcftigation. Prefuming, however, 
that many deifts are as fmcere in tlielr belief as I 
am in mine, and knowing that fome are more 
able, and all as much intereded as myfdf, to 
make a rational inquiry into the truth of revealed 
religion, I feel no propenfity to judge un^hajitably 
of any of them. They do not think as I do, on. 
a fubjedl furpafling all others in importance; but 
they are not, on that account, tobefpokenof by 
me with afperity of language, to be thought of 
by me as perfons alienated from the mercies of 
God. The gofpel has been offered to their accep* 
tance ; and, from whatever caofe they rejed it, I 
cannot bat d::em their fituationto be dangerous. 
Under the influence of that perfuafion, I. have 
been induced to write this book. I do not expeA 
lb derive from it either fame or profit *, idsiftik -ax^ 
noc improper inccniWes to \voT\o\l\•^^5^R. '^SCvi'«c^% 
but there is a lime q£ Wte v^\vctv \)cw.^ '^'^^'^?>^ 



( '56 ) 

written will not, I fear^ make any im predion on 
you ; but I indulge an hope, that 'it may not be 
without its cfFedt on fome of your readers. Infi- 
delity is a rank weed, it threatens to overfprcad 
the land ; its root is principally fixed amongft the 
great and opulent, but you are endeavouring to 
extend the malignity of its poifon through all the 
claifes of the community. There is a clafs of 
men, for whom I have the greateft refpedl, and 
whoi?fi I am anxious to prefervc from the conta- 
mination of your irreligion — the merchants, ma- 
nufa^urers, and tradefmen of the kingdom. I 
confider the influence of the example of this clafs 
as eflential to the welfare of community. I know 
that they afe in general given- to reading, and de- 
firous of information on all fubjefts. If this lit- 
tle book fhould chance to fall into their hands af- 
ter they have read your's, and they fhould think, 
that any of your obje<5lions to the authority of the 
Bible have not been fwUy anfwered, I entreat 
them to attribute the omilfion to the brevity which 
I have (hidied ; to my defire of avoiding learned 
difquifilions ; to my inadvertency ; to my inabi- 
lity ; to any thing rathi^r than to an impoflibility of 
completely obviating every difficulty you have 
brought forward. I addrefs the fame reqiieft to 
fuch of the youth of both fexes, as may unhappi- 
ly have imbibed, from your writings the poifon 
of infidelity ; befeeching ihem to believe, that all 
their religious doubts may be removed, though it 
may not have been in my power to anfwer, to their 
fatisfaflion, all your obje(^ions. I pray God that 
the rifmg generation of this land may be preferv- 
cd from* that ** evil heart of unbelief," which has 
brought ruin on a neighbouring nation ; that nei- 
ther a ncgledled educsiuc^tv, xvox <lcrKv^(L\c irreli- 
gion, nor evil coniinutucauotv> two\ \\\^S.d5^\^^^V 
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a licentious world, may ever induce them to for- 
get that religion alone ought to be their rule of 
life. 

In the conclufirtn of my Apology for Chriftianity^ 
I informed Mr. Gibbon of my extreme averfion 
to public controverfy. I am now twenty years 
older than I was then, and I perceive that this 
my aveifion has ihcreafed with my age. I have, 
through life, abandoned my little ITterary produc- 
tions to their fate r fuch of them as have been at- 
tacked, have never received any defence from me ; 
nor will this receive any, if it (hould meet with 
your public notice, or with that of any other 
man. 

Sincetcly wifliing that you may become a par- 
taker of that faith in revealed religion, which is 
the foundation of my happinefs in this world, and 
of all n\y hopes in another, I bid you farewell. 



R. LANDAFF. 

Calgarth Park, 
January 10, 1796. 
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